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Title  6— AGRICULTURAL 
CREDIT 

Chapter  IV — Commodity  Credit  Cor¬ 
poration,  Department  of  Agriculture 

SUBCHAPTER  B—  LOANS,  PURCHASES,  AND 
OTHER  OPERATIONS 

[1961  C.C.C.  Feed  Grain  Bulletin  A] 

PART  421 — GRAINS  AND  RELATED 
COMMODITIES 

Subpart — 1961  Feed  Grain  Price 
Support  Program 

Acreage  Compliance 

Scc> 

421.901  Administration. 

421  902  Applicability  of  §§  421.901  to 
421.906. 

421903  Definitions. 

421.904  Compliance  requirements. 

421*905  Quantity  of  corn  and  grain  sor¬ 
ghums  eligible  for  price  support 
and  establishment  of  farm  nor¬ 
mal  yield. 

421.906  Effect  of  unknowingly  exceeding 
farm  maximum  permitted  acre¬ 
age;  method  of  determination. 

Authority  :  §§  421.901  to  421.906  issued 
under  secs.  4  and  5,  62  Stat.  1070—1072, 
as  amended;  sec.  105,  72  Stat.  994,  as  amend¬ 
ed;  sec.  16(c),  49  Stat.  1151,  as  amended;  15 
U.S.C.  714  b  and  c,  7  U.S.C.  1441  Note,  16 
UJS.C.  590  p. 

§  421.901  Administration. 

The  price  support  programs  author¬ 
ized  by  Public  Law  87-5,  approved  March 
22,  1961,  for  corn,  grain  sorghums,  bar¬ 
ley,  oats  and  rye  produced  in  1961  will 
be  administered  by  the  Agricultural 
Stabilization  and  Conservation  Service, 
under  the  general  direction  and  super¬ 
vision  of  the  Executive  Vice  President, 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation,  and  will 
be  carried  out  in  the  field  by  the  State 
and  county  Agricultural  Stabilization 
and  Conservation  Committees  (herein¬ 
after  referred  to  as  State  and  county 
committees).  State  and  county  com¬ 
mittees  do  not  have  authority  to  modify 
or  waive  any  of  the  provisions  of  this 
subpart  or  any  amendments  or  supple¬ 
ments  thereto. 

§421.902  Applicability  of  §§421.901 
to  421.906. 

Sections  421.901  to  421.906  state  the 
eligibility  requirements  for  price  support 
for  producers  of  1^61 -crop  corn,  grain 
sorghums,  barley,  oats  and  rye  with  re¬ 
spect  to  participation  in  the  1961  Feed 
Grain  Program  and  also  state  the  maxi¬ 
mum  quantity  of  corn  and  grain  sor¬ 
ghums  on  which  price  support  may  be 
received  by  eligible  producers.  The 
regulations  in  this  subpart  are  in  addi¬ 
tion  to  other  regulations  to  be  issued  by 
the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  gov¬ 
erning  eligibility  for  price  support. 

§  421.903  Definitions. 

As  used  in  the  regulations  in  this  sub- 
Part  and  in  all  instructions,  forms  and 


documents  in  connection  therewith,  the 
words  and  phrases  defined  in  this  section 
shall  have  the  meaning  assigned  to  them 
herein  unless  the  context  or  subject  mat¬ 
ter  otherwise  requires.  The  following 
words  or  phrases  are  defined  in  7  CFR 
Part  719  (Reconstitution  of  Farms,  Farm 
Allotments  and  Farm  History  and  Soil 
Bank  Base  Acreages,  23  F.R.  6731),  as 
amended,  and  shall  have  the  meaning 
assigned  to  them  by  such  regulations: 
“person,”  “operator,”  “State  committee,” 
“State  Administrative  Officer,”  “county 
committee”  and  “farm.”  The  following 
words  or  phrases  are  defined  in  Part  495 
of  this  chapter  (1961  Feed  Grain  Pro¬ 
gram  Regulations,  26  F.R.  5356),  and 
any  amendments  thereto,  and  shall  have 
the  meaning  assigned  to  them  by  such 
regulations:  “Producer,”  “corn  acreage,” 
“grain  sorghum  acreage,”  “maximum 
permitted  acres,”  “permitted  acreage,” 
“intended  diverted  acreage,”  and  “feed 
grain  base.” 

§  421.904  Compliance  requirements. 

(a)  Eligibility  requirements  lor  price 
support  on  corn  and  grain  sorghums.  A 
producer  shall  not  be  eligible  for  price 
support  on  corn  or  grain  sorghums  un¬ 
less  the  producer  and  the  farm  on  which 
the  commodity  is  produced  are  in  com¬ 
pliance  with  the  requirements  for  par¬ 
ticipation  in  the  1961  Feed  Grain 
Program  as  specified  in  §  495.5  of  this 
chapter  (1961  Feed  Grain  Program  Reg¬ 
ulations,  26  F.R.  5356). 

(b)  Eligibility  requirements  for  price 
support  on  barley,  oats  and  rye.  A  pro¬ 
ducer  shall  not  be  eligible  for  price  sup¬ 
port  on  barley,  oats  and  rye  unless  the 
producer  and  the  farm  on  which  the 
commodity  is  produced  are  in  compli¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  for  partici¬ 
pation  in  the  1961  Feed  Grain  Program 
as  specified  in  §  495.5  of  this  chapter 
(1961  Feed  Grain  Program  Regulations, 
26  F.R.  5356),  or  unless  there  is  no  feed 
grain  base  and  no  corn  and  grain  sor¬ 
ghums  of  the  1961  crop  were  planted  on 
the  farm  on  which  the  commodity  wras 
produced. 

(c)  Producer's  responsibility  to  report 
interest  in  other  farms.  A  producer  who 
wishes  to  obtain  price  support  on  corn, 
grain  sorghums,  barley,  oats  or  rye  shall 
inform  the  county  committee  of  any 
other  farm  in  which  he  has  an  interest 
or  will  have  an  interest  in  the  1961  crop 
of  corn  and  grain  sorghums. 

§  421.905  Quantity  of  corn  and  grain 
sorghums  eligible  for  price  support 
and  establishment  of  farm  normal 
yield. 

(a)  Quantity  eligible  for  price  sup¬ 
port.  An  eligible  producer  may  receive 
price  support  on  his  share  as  producer 
of  a  quantity  of  corn  and  grain  sorghums 
produced  on  a  farm  in  1961  which  does 
not  exceed  the  farm  normal  yield  estab¬ 
lished  for  the  commodity  multiplied  by 
the  corn  or  grain  sorghum  acreage,  as 
applicable,  on  the  farm.  If  the  1961 
crop  of  corn  or  grain  sorghums  was  pro¬ 


duced  on  both  irrigated  and  non-irri- 
gated  land,  the  quantity  of  such  com¬ 
modity  eligible  for  price  support  shall  be 
the  sum  of  the  following: 

(1)  The  irrigated  farm  normal  yield 
multiplied  by  the  irrigated  corn  or  grain 
sorghum  acreage,  as  applicable,  or  the 
irrigated  portion  of  the  feed  grain  base 
for  the  farm,  whichever  is  the  smaller, 
and 

(2)  The  non-irrigated  farm  normal 
yield  for  the  commodity  multiplied  by 
the  amount,  if  any,  that  the  corn  or 
grain  sorghum  acreage  exceeds  the 
smaller  of  the  irrigated  com  or  grain 
sorghum  acreage,  as  applicable,  or  the 
irrigated  portion  of  the  feed  grain  base 
for  the  farm. 

(b)  Farm  normal  yield.  The  farm 
normal  yield  for  corn  or  grain  sorghums 
means  the  average  adjusted  yield  per 
acre  for  the  1959  and  1960-crop  acreage 
of  the  commodity  established  by  the 
county  committee  for  the  commodity  on 
the  farm,  on  the  basis  of  the  produc¬ 
tivity  index  determined  for  the  farm  in 
accordance  with  the  1961  Feed  Grain 
Program  Regulations  and  on  the  basis 
of  the  county  average  yield  for  the  com¬ 
modity  as  published  in  §§  495.51  to 
495.53  of  this  chapter  (Supplement  1  to 
the  1961  Feed  Grain  Program  Regula¬ 
tions,  26  F.R.  5603) .  If  a  request  for  re¬ 
consideration,  an  appeal  or  correction 
under  the  1961  Feed  Grain  Program 
Regulations  results  in  an  adjustment  in 
the  payment  rate  established  for  the 
farm  because  of  revision  in  the  average 
adjusted  yield  per  acre  for  the  1959  and 
1960-crop  acreage  of  the  commodity  on 
the  farm,  the  farm  normal  yield  shall  be 
based  on  such  revised  adjusted  yield  per 
acre. 

§  421.906  Effect  of  unknowingly  ex¬ 
ceeding  farm  maximum  permitted 
acreage ;  method  of  determination. 

The  corn  and/or  grain  sorghum  acre¬ 
age  on  a  farm  shall  not  be  deemed  to 
be  in  excess  of  the  maximum  permitted 
acreage  for  the  purpose  of  price  support 
unless  the  operator  knowingly  exceeded 
such  acreage.  If  the  maximum  per¬ 
mitted  acreage  is  in  fact  exceeded,  such 
acreage  shall  be  considered  as  having 
been  knowingly  exceeded  unless  the  op¬ 
erator  of  the  farm  establishes  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  county  committee  in 
accordance  with  paragraph  (a),  (b)  or 

(c)  of  this  section  that  he  has  not  know¬ 
ingly  exceeded  his  maximum  permitted 
acreage  and  the  determination  of  the 
county  committee  is  approved  on  review 
by  the  State  administrative  officer. 

(a)  Erroneous  notice  of  maximum 
permitted  acreage.  The  maximum  per¬ 
mitted  acreage  for  the  farm  will  not  be 
considered  to  be  knowingly  exceeded  in 
any  case  where  through  error  in  a  county 
or  State  office,  the  farm  operator  was 
officially  notified  in  writing  on  Form 
CSS-471  of  the  maximum  permitted 
acreage  for  the  1961  crop  which  was 
larger  than  the  finally  approved  maxi¬ 
mum  permitted  acreage  and  the  farm 
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operator  or  any  producer  on  the  farm 
acting  solely  on  the  information  con¬ 
tained  in  the  erroneous  notice  planted 
an  acreage  to  corn  and/or  grain  sor¬ 
ghums  in  excess  of  the  finally  approved 
maximum  permitted  acreage  and  where 
the  other  conditions  of  this  paragraph 
are  satisfied.  The  determination  of  eli¬ 
gibility  for  price  support  for  the  farm 
under  the  foregoing  circumstances  will 
be  based  on  the  maximum  permitted 
acreage  contained  in  the  erroneous  no¬ 
tice,  and  if  the  acreage  planted  to  corn 
and/or  grain  sorghums  on  the  farm  is 
adjusted  to  the  maximum  permitted 
acreage  contained  in  the  erroneous  no¬ 
tice  within  the  time  limits  for  disposal 
of  excess  acreages  provided  in  7  CFR 
Part  718  (Determination  of  Acreage  and 
Performance,  22  F.R.  3747),  and  any 
amendments  thereto,  the  farm  will  not 
be  considered  to  be  overplanted.  Before 
the  farm  operator  or  any  producer  on 
the  farm  can  be  said  to  have  relied  upon 
the  erroneous  notice,  the  circumstances 
must  have  been  «uch  that  he  had  no 
cause  to  believe  that  the  maximum  per¬ 
mitted  acreage  notice  was  in  error.  To 
determine  this  fact,  the  date  of  any  cor¬ 
rected  notice  in  relation  to  the  time  of 
planting,  the  size  of  the  farm,  the 
amount  of  corn  and/or  grain  sorghums 
customarily  planted,  and  all  other  per¬ 
tinent  facts  shall  be  taken  into  consider¬ 
ation. 

(b)  Erroneous  notice  of  measured 
acreage.  The  maximum  permitted  acre¬ 
age  for  the  farm  will  not  be  considered 
to  be  knowingly  exceeded  in  any  case 
where  (1)  the  lack  of  compliance  was 
caused  by  reliance  in  good  faith  by  the 
farm  operator  on  an  erroneous  notice  of 
measured  acreage  issued  in  accordance 
with  applicable  regulations;  (2)  neither 
the  farm  operator  nor  any  producer  on 
the  farm  had  actual  knowledge  of  the 
error  in  time  to  adjust  the  excess  acreage 
in  accordance  with  applicable  regula¬ 
tions;  (3)  the  incorrect  notice  was  the 
result  of  an  error  made  by  the  perform¬ 
ance  reporter  or  by  another  employee  of 
the  county  or  State  office  in  reporting, 
computing  or  recording  the  corn  and/or 
grain  sorghum  acreage  for  the  farm;  (4) 
neither  the  farm  operator  nor  any  pro¬ 
ducer  on  the  farm  was  in  any  way  re¬ 
sponsible  for  the  error;  and  (5)  the  ex¬ 
tent  of  the  error  in  the  erroneous  notice 
was  such  that  the  farm  operator  would 
not  reasonably  be  expected  to  question 
the  acreage  of  which  he  was  erroneously 
notified. 

(c)  Failure  to  measure  acreage  or 
notify  operator.  The  maximum  per¬ 
mitted  acreage  for  the  farm  will  not  be 
considered  to  be  knowingly  exceeded  in 
any  case  where  through  no  fault  of  the 
farm  operator  or  any  producer  on  the 
farm  the  corn  and/or  grain  sorghum 
acreage  was  not  measured  or  the  farm 
operator  was  not  notified  of  the  meas¬ 
ured  acreage  prior  to  the  time  the  crop 
is  harvested  from  the  acreage;  Provided, 
That  the  excess  acreage  was  relatively 
small  and  the  farm  operator  establishes 
that  because  of  the  relative  smallness  of 
the  excess  and  the  unavailability  to  him 
of  any  recent  measurements  of  the  field 
acreages  on  the  farm,  he  had  no  reason 
to  believe  the  corn  and/or  grain  sorghum 


acreage  was  in  excess  of  the  maximum 
permitted  acreage  for  the  farm. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  10th 
day  of  July  1961. 

Orville  L.  Freeman, 

Secretary. 

(F.R.  Doc.  61-6602;  Filed,  July  12,  1961; 
8:51  a.m.] 


Title  7— AGRICULTURE 

Chapter  III — Agricultural  Research 
Service,  Department  of  Agriculture 

(P.P.C.  621,  5th  Revision] 

PART  301— DOMESTIC  QUARANTINE 
NOTICES 

Subpart — Pink  Bollworm 

Revised  Administrative  Instructions 
Designating  Regulated  Area 

Pursuant  to  §  301.52-2  of  the  regula¬ 
tions  supplemental  to  the  pink  bollworm 
quarantine  (7  CFR  301.52-2),  issued 
under  section  8  of  the  Plant  Quarantine 
Act  of  1912,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  161), 
administrative  instructions  appearing  as 
7  CFR  301.52-2a  are  hereby  revised  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  301.52— 2a  Administrative  instructions 

designating  regulated  area,  eradica¬ 
tion  area,  and  generally  infested  area 
under  the  pink  bollworm  quarantine. 

(a)  Infestations  of  the  pink  boll¬ 
worm  have  been  determined  to  exist,  in 
the  quarantined  States,  in  the  civil  divi¬ 
sions  and  premises  or  parts  thereof, 
listed  below,  or  it  has  been  determined 
that  such  infestation  is  likely  to  exist 
therein,  or  it  is  deemed  necessary  to  reg¬ 
ulate  such  localities  because  of  their 
proximity  to  infestation  or  their  insepa¬ 
rability  for  quarantine  enforcement  pur¬ 
poses  from  infested  localities.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  the  localities  listed  are  hereby 
designated  as  the  pink  bollworm  regu¬ 
lated  area  within  the  meaning  of  the 
provisions  in  this  subpart: 

Arizona.  Counties  of  Cochise,  Gila, 
Graham,  Greenlee,  Maricopa,  Pima,  Pinal, 
Santa  Cruz,  and  Yavapai. 

Arkansas.  All  counties  or  parts  of  counties 
lying  west  of  a  line  beginning  in  Ashley 
County  at  a  point  on  the  Arkansas-Louisiana 
boundary,  2l/2  miles  west  of  the  intersection 
of  the  Missouri  Pacific  Railway  and  the 
Arkansas-Louisiana  State  line,  the  inter¬ 
section  lying  southwest  of  Wilmot,  said  line 
extending  north  along  the  east  line  of  R.  6  W. 
to  the  intersection  of  the  southern  boundary 
of  Lincoln  County,  thence  due  west  along  the 
southern  boundary  of  Lincoln  County  and  a 
westward  prolongation  of  this  line  into 
Cleveland  County  to  a  point  where  it  inter¬ 
sects  State  Highway  15,  thence  north  along 
said  Highway  15  to  the  southern  city  limits 
of  Pine  Bluff,  thence  along  the  eastern  city 
limit  of  said  city  to  its  intersection  with  the 
Arkansas  River,  thence  northwest  along  the 
Arkansas  River  to  the  city  limits  of  North 
Little  Rock,  thence  along  the  eastern  city 
limit  of  North  Little  Rock  to  its  intersection 
with  the  Missouri  Pacific  Railway,  thence 
northeast  along  said  railway  to  the  Little  Red 
River,  thence  northwestward  along  the  Little 
Red  River  to  its  intersection  with  the 
Cleburne-Van  Buren  County  line,  thence 
north  along  the  Cleburne-Van  Buren  County 
line  to  the  intersection  of  the  Cleburne,  Van 


Buren  and  Stone  County  lines,  thence  west 
ward  along  the  northern  county  boundary 
lines  of  Van  Buren,  Pope,  Johnson,  FrankUn 
and  Crawford  Counties  to  the  intersection  of 
the  eastern  county  line  of  Washington 
County,  thence  northward  along  the  eastern 
boundary  line  of  Washington  County  to  the 
northern  boundary  line  of  Washington 
County,  thence  westward  along  the  northern 
boundary  line  of  Washington  County  to  the 
Arkansas-Oklahoma  State  line. 

That  part  of  St.  Francis  County  bounded 
by  a  line  beginning  at  the  point  where  the 
L’Anguille  River  intersects  the  northern 
boundary  line  of  St.  Francis  County  and  ex¬ 
tending  eastward  to  the  St.  Francis  River 
thence  southward  along  the  St.  Francis  River 
to  the  Round  Pond  Internal  Control  Chan¬ 
nel,  thence  south  along  the  Round  Pond 
Internal  Control  Channel  to  its  southern 
intersection  with  the  St.  Francis  River 
thence  continuing  south  along  the  St.  Fran¬ 
cis  River  to  the  southern  boundary  line  of 
St.  Francis  County,  thence  west  along  the 
southern  boundary  line  of  St.  Francis 
County  to  its  intersection  with  the  L’An¬ 
guille  River,  thence  northward  along  the 
L’Anguille  River  to  the  point  of  beginning. 

Louisiana.  Parishes  of  Allen,  Beauregard^ 
Bienville,  Bossier,  Cado,  Calcasieu,  Cameron, 
Clairborne,  De  Soto,  Grant,  Jackson,  Jefferson 
Davis,  Lincoln,  Natchitoches,  Rapides,  Red 
River,  Sabine,  Union,  Vermilion,  Vernon, 
Webster,  Winn,  and  that  portion  of  Ouachita 
lying  west  of  the  Ouachita  River. 

New  Mexico.  All  counties  in  the  State. 
Oklahoma.  All  counties  in  the  State. 
Texas.  All  counties  in  the  State. 

(b)  Eradication  area.  All  regulated 
area  within  the  States  of  Arizona,  Ar¬ 
kansas,  and  Louisiana  is  hereby  desig¬ 
nated  as  eradication  area. 

(c)  Generally  infested  area.  All  regu¬ 
lated  area  within  the  States  of  New  Mex¬ 
ico,  Oklahoma,  and  Texas  is  hereby  des¬ 
ignated  as  generally  infested  area. 

(Sec.  8,  37  Stat.  318,  as  amended,  7  U.S.C. 
161,  19  F.R.  74,  as  amended;  7  CFR  301.52-2) 

These  administrative  instructions 
shall  become  effective  July  13,  1961, 
when  they  shall  supersede  P.P.C.  621, 
4th  Revision,  7  CFR  301.52-2a,  effective 
March  1,  1961. 

This  revision  removes  from  the  regu¬ 
lated  area  all  localities  heretofore  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  Arkansas  Counties  of  Clay, 
Craighead,  and  Mississippi,  and  thereby 
relieves  restrictions  on  the  interstate 
movement  of  regulated  articles  from 
such  localities.  It  must  be  made  effec¬ 
tive  promptly  in  order  to  be  of  maximum 
benefit  in  permitting  the  interstate 
movement,  without  restriction  under  the 
quarantine,  of  regulated  articles  from 
the  localities  being  removed  from  des¬ 
ignation  as  regulated  area.  Accordingly, 
under  section  4  of  the  Administrative 
Procedure  Act  (5  U.S.C.  1003) ,  it  is  found 
upon  good  cause  that  notice  and  other 
public  procedure  with  respect  to  the  fore¬ 
going  revision  are  impracticable  and  un¬ 
necessary,  and  good  cause  is  found  for 
making  the  effective  date  thereof  less 
than  30  days  after  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  7th 
day  of  July  1961. 

[seal]  D.  R.  Shepherd, 

Acting  Director, 
Plant  Pest  Control  Division. 
[F.R.  Doc.  61-6562;  Filed,  July  12,  1961; 

8:48  a.m.] 
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Thursday,  July  13,  1961 

Title  15— COMMERCE  AND 
FOREIGN  TRADE 

Chapter  lit — Bureau  of  Foreign  Com¬ 
merce,  Department  of  Commerce 
SUBCHAPTER  B— EXPORT  REGULATIONS 

[9th  Gen.  Rev.  of  Export  Regs.,  Arndt.  55] 

pART  384 — GENERAL  ORDERS 
Disclosure  of  Issuance  of  Licenses 

Part  384,  General  Orders,  is  amended 
by  adding  a  new  §  384.4  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  384.4  Disclosure  of  issuance  of 
licenses. 

Effective  on  July  5,  1961,  by  order  of 
the  Secretary,  the  Bureau  of  Foreign 
Commerce  will  make  available  daily,  for 
each  export  license  granted  on  the  pre¬ 
vious  business  day,  (a)  a  general  de¬ 
scription  of  the  commodity  or  technical 
data  licensed  for  export,  (b)  the  total 
value  of  the  licensed  commodity,  and 
(c)  the  country  of  destination  of  the 
exportation.  No  other  specific  infor¬ 
mation  regarding  any  validated  export 
license  will  be  made  available  to  the 
public  by  the  Bureau  of  Foreign  Com¬ 
merce  except  with  the  approval  of  the 
Secretary  of  Commerce. 

(Sec.  3,  63  Stat.  7;  50  U.S.C.  App.  2023,  E.O. 
10945,  26  F.R.  4487) 

John  C.  Borton, 
Acting  Director , 
Bureau  of  Foreign  Commerce. 

[FH.  Doc.  61-6565;  Filed,  July  12,  1961; 
8:49  a.m.] 


Title  14— AERONAUTICS  AND 
SPACE 

Chapter  III — Federal  Aviation  Agency 

SUBCHAPTER  C — AIRCRAFT  REGULATIONS 

[Reg.  Docket  No.  802;  Amdt.  308] 

PART  507— AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

Fairchild  F-27  Series  Aircraft 

Amendment  66,  AD  59-26-4  (24  F.R. 
10099)  required  inspections  for  damage 
to  gimbal  nuts  every  100  hours’  time  in 
service.  The  manufacturer  has  now 
substantiated  a  flap  spindle  modification 
and  a  new  gimbal  nut  which  improve  the 
reliability  of  the  flap  activating  system. 
When  this  modification  is  installed,  the 
present  inspection  requirements  may  be 
relaxed.  Accordingly,  Amendment  66  is 
being  superseded  by  a  new  directive  in¬ 
corporating  the  flap  spindle  modification 
as  an  alternative  method  of  compliance. 
Since  this  amendment  constitutes  a  re¬ 
laxation  and  imposes  no  additional  bur¬ 
den  on  any  person,  notice  and  public 
procedure  hereon  are  unnecessary  and 
the  amendment  will  become  effective 
upon  publication  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (25  F.R.  6489) , 
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§  507.10(a)  of  Part  507  (14  CFR  Part 
507),  is  hereby  amended  by  adding  the 
following  new  airworthiness  directive: 

Fairchild.  Applies  to  all  F-27  Series  aircraft. 
Compliance  required  as  indicated. 

Because  of  cases  of  failure  of  the  gimbal 
nuts  in  the  wing  flap  actuating  screwjacks 
which  render  the  gimbal  nuts  unsafe  for  fur¬ 
ther  use,  the  following  shall  be  accom¬ 
plished: 

(a)  Until  such  time  as  the  wing  flap 
gimbal  support  Installation  is  modified  and 
new  gimbal  nuts  are  Installed  in  accordance 
with  Fairchild  Service  Bulletin  No.  27-28 
or  equivalent,  the  following  inspections 
shall  be  made  within  100  hours  time  In 
service  since  last  inspected  per  Amendment 
66,  AD  59-26-4  and  every  100  hours  time 
in  service  thereafter. 

(1)  Check  flaps  for  proper  rigging  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  F-27  Maintenance  Manual, 
Chapter  27,  Subject  5,  making  sure  that  no 
preload  exists  between  the  inboard  and  out¬ 
board  screwjack  of  each  inboard  and  out¬ 
board  flap.  Lower  flaps  to  approximately 
16  y2  degrees  position.  Move  flap  up  and 
down  at  the  trailing  edge  and  measure  or 
sense  with  fingers  for  radial  or  linear  play 
between  screwjack  and  gimbal  nut.  If  rel¬ 
ative  movement  between  the  screwjack  and 
gimbal  nut  exceeds  0.010  inch  radially  or 
linearly,  the  gimbal  nut  must  be  removed 
from  the  screwjack  and  the  threads  visually 
inspected  for  damage.  Any  indication  of 
thread  extrusion  or  roll  calls  for  immedi¬ 
ate  replacement.  If  relative  motion  be¬ 
tween  the  screwjack  and  the  gimbal  nut 
exceeds  0.030  inch  linear  or  0.045  inch  radial, 
the  gimbal  nut  must  be  replaced. 

(2)  Conduct  visual  inspection  for  free¬ 
dom  of  movement  and  lubricate  all  inboard 
and  outboard  wing  flap  gimbal  nuts  P/N 
27-165012-3,  —4,  -5,  -6;  P/N  27-175023-3, 
-4;  bushings  P/N  27-165013-3,  and  spindles 
P/N  27-175017-21,  27-175022-3,  27-165011-21, 
27-165023-21. 

(b)  When  the  wing  flap  gimbal  support 
installation  is  modified  and  new  gimbal 
nuts  are  installed  in  accordance  with  Fair- 
child  Service  Bulletin  27-28  or  equivalent, 
the  inspections  specified  in  paragraphs  (c) 
and  (d)  shall  be  accomplished. 

(c)  Either  the  (c)  (1)  or  (c)  (2)  inspection 
and  lubrication  procedures  must  be  accom¬ 
plished.  The  specified  time  period  for  com¬ 
pliance  shall  commence  either  at  the  time 
the  modifications  specified  in  paragraph  (b) 
are  incorporated  or  at  the  time  of  the  last 
inspection  per  paragraph  (a). 

(1)  Every  125  hours’  time  in  service,  con¬ 
duct  an  inspection  per  (c)  (3)  and  lubricate 
all  inboard  and  outboard  wing  flap  gimbal 
nuts  and  screwjacks  with  grease,  ANDEROL 
D-736  or  equivalent,  and  lubricate  universal 
joints  and  spindle  gimbal  nut  bushings  with 
oil.  Spec.  MIL-L-15016. 

(2)  Every  150  hours’  time  in  service,  con¬ 
duct  an  inspection  per  (c)(3)  and  every  75 
hours’  time  in  service  thereafter  lubricate 
all  inboard  and  outboard  wing  flap  gimbal 
nuts  and  screwjacks  with  grease,  ANDEROL 
L-736  or  equivalent,  and  lubricate  universal 
joints  and  spindle  gimbal  nut  bushings  with 
oil,  Spec.  MIL-L-15016. 

(3)  Lower  flaps  to  16.5°  position  and  move 
flaps  up  and  down  at  the  trailing  edge  and 
check  for  axial  and  radial  play  between  the 
screwjacks  and  gimbal  nuts.  If  the  rela¬ 
tive  motion  between  the  screwjack  and  gim¬ 
bal  nut  exceeds  the  values  listed  below,  the 
gimbal  nut  must  be  replaced  prior  to  fur¬ 
ther  flight  except  ferry  flight  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  CAR  1.76.  Also,  vis¬ 
ually  check  the  gimbal  nuts  in  place  on  the 
aircraft  for  Indications  of  thread  extrusion 
or  roll.  If  thread  extrusion  or  roll  is  found, 
the  gimbal  nut  must  be  replaced  prior  to 
further  flight  except  ferry  flight  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  CAR  1.76. 


Gimbal  Nut 

Axial 

Radial 

Inch 

Inch 

P/N’s  27-165012-9,  -10,  -13,  -14 ... . 

0. 035 

0.030 

P'/N’s  27-165012-17,  -18 . 

.050 

.045 

P/N’s  27-175023-5,  -6 . 

.035 

.030 

(d)  Every  600  hours’  time  in  service  after 
the  modifications  specified  in  paragraph  (b) 
have  been  accomplished,  the  gimbal  nuts 
must  be  removed  from  the  screwjacks  and 
visually  inspected  for  damage.  If  thread 
extrusion  or  roll  is  found,  the  gimbal  nut 
must  be  replaced  prior  to  further  flight 
except  ferry  flight  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  CAR  1.76. 

(Fairchild  Service  Bulletin  27-18 A  dated 
October  27,  1959,  partially  covers  the  subject 
of  paragraph  (a)  and  Fairchild  Service 
Bulletin  27-28  Revision  No.  2  dated  May  3, 
1961,  covers  the  subject  of  paragraphs  (b), 
(c) ,  and  (d) ) . 

This  supersedes  AD  59-26-4,  Amendment 
66,  24  F.R.  10099. 

This  amendment  shall  become  effective 
July  13, 1961. 

(Sec.  313(a),  601,  603;  72  Stat.  752,  775,  776; 
49  U.S.C.  1354(a),  1421,  1423) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July 
6,  1961. 

George  C.  Prill, 

Director, 

Bureau  of  Flight  Standards. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-6541;  Filed,  July  12,  1961; 
8:45  a.m.] 

Title  16— COMMERCIAL 
PRACTICES 

Chapter  I — Federal  Trade  Commission 

[Docket  8285  C.o.] 

PART  13— PROHIBITED  TRADE 
PRACTICES 

A.  Brash  &  Sons,  Inc.,  and  Seymour  J. 
Brash 

Subpart — Misbranding  or  mislabeling; 
§  13.1185  Composition:  §13.1185-80  Tex¬ 
tile  Fiber  Products  Identification  Act.1 
Subpart — Neglecting,  unfairly  or  decep¬ 
tively,  to  make  material  disclosures: 
§  13.1852  Formal  regulatory  and  statu¬ 
tory  requirements:  §  13.1852-70  Textile 
Fiber  Products  Identification  Act.1 

(Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  721;  15  U.S.C.  46.  Interpret 
or  apply  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended;  72 
Stat.  1717;  15  U.S.C.  45,  70)  [Cease  and 
desist  order,  A.  Brash  &  Sons,  Inc.,  et  al., 
Baltimore,  Md.,  Docket  8285,  June  7,  1961] 

In  the  Matter  of  A.  Brash  &  Sons,  Inc., 
a  Corporation,  and  Seymour  J.  Brash 
( Originally  Named  Herein  as  Seymour 
Brash)  Individually  and  as  an  Officer 
of  Said  Corporation 

Consent  order  requiring  Baltimore 
manufacturers  to  cease  violating  the 
Textile  Fiber  Products  Identification 
Act  by  labeling  men’s  trousers  which 
contained  substantially  less  “Dacron” 
polyester  than  thus  indicated,  as  75  per¬ 
cent  “Dacron”  polyester  and  25  percent 
cotton;  by  failing  to  label  textile  fiber 


1  Amended  by  correcting  the  number  as  set 
forth. 

*  New. 
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products  as  required;  and  by  failing  to 
maintain  proper  records  showing  the 
fiber  content  of  their  textile  products. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist  is  as 
follows : 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondents,  A. 
Brash  &  Sons,  Inc.,  a  corporation,  and 
its  officers,  and  Seymour  Brash,  individ¬ 
ually  and  as  an  officer  of  said  corpora¬ 
tion,  and  respondents’  representatives, 
agents  and  employees,  directly  or 
through  any  corporate  or  other  device, 
in  connection  with  the  introduction, 
delivery  for  introduction,  manufacture 
for  introduction,  sale,  advertising,  or 
offering  for  sale,  in  commerce,  or  the 
transporation  or  causing  to  be  trans¬ 
ported,  in  commerce,  or  the  importation 
into  the  United  States  of  textile  fiber 
products;  or  in  connection  with  the  sale, 
offering  for  sale,  advertising,  delivery, 
transportation,  or  causing  to  be  trans¬ 
ported,  of  textile  fiber  products  which 
have  been  advertised  or  offered  for  sale 
in  commerce;  or  in  connection  with  the 
sale,  offering  for  sale,  advertising,  deliv¬ 
ery,  transportation,  or  causing  to  be 
transported,  after  shipment  in  com¬ 
merce,  of  textile  fiber  products,  whether 
in  their  original  state  or  contained  in 
other  textile  fiber  products,  as  the  terms 
“commerce”  and  “textile  fiber  products” 
are  defined  in  the  Textile  Fiber  Products 
Identification  Act,  do  forthwith  cease 
and  desist  from: 

A.  Misbranding  textile  fiber  products 
by: 

1.  Falsely  or  deceptively  stamping, 
tagging,  labeling,  invoicing,  advertising, 
or  otherwise  identifying  such  products 
as  to  the  name  or  amount  of  constituent 
fibers  contained  therein; 

2.  Failing  to  affix  labels  to  such  prod¬ 
ucts  showing  each  element  of  informa¬ 
tion  required  to  be  disclosed  by  section 
4(b)  of  the  Textile  Fiber  Products  Iden¬ 
tification  Act. 

B.  Failing  to  maintain  records  of  fiber 
content  of  textile  fiber  products  manu¬ 
factured  by  them,  as  required  by  section 
6(a)  of  the  Textile  Fiber  Products  Iden¬ 
tification  Act  and  Rule  39  of  the  regula¬ 
tions  thereunder. 

By  “Decision  of  the  Commission”,  etc., 
report  of  compliance  was  required  as 
follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondents  herein 
shall,  within  sixty  (60)  days  after  service 
upon  them  of  this  order,  file  with  the 
Commission  a  report  in  writing,  setting 
forth  in  detail  the  manner  and  form  in 
which  they  have  complied  with  the 
order  to  cease  and  desist. 

Issued:  June  7, 1961. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Joseph  W.  Shea, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-6542;  Piled,  July  12,  1961; 

8:45  a.m.] 


[Docket  8291  c.o.] 

PART  13 — PROHIBITED  TRADE 
PRACTICES 

Forrest  I.  Brodie  et  al. 

Subpart — Advertising  falsely  or  mis¬ 
leadingly:  §  13.15  Business  status,  advan¬ 


tages,  or  connections:  §  13.15-250  Quali¬ 
fications  and  abilities ;  §  13.170  Qualities 
or  properties  of  product  or  service: 

§  13.170-52  Medicinal,  therapeutic, 
healthful,  etc.  Subpart — Using  mislead¬ 
ing  name — Vendor:  §  13.2455  Qualifica¬ 
tions. 

(Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  721;  15  U.S.C.  46.  Interpret 
or  apply  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended;  15 
U.S.C.  45)  [Cease  and  desist  order,  Forrest 
I.  Brodie  et  al.  doing  business  as  Brocess 
Laboratories,  etc.,  Louisville,  Ky.,  Docket 
8291,  June  1,  1961] 

In  the  Matter  of  Forrest  I.  Brodie  and 
Alberta  L.  Brodie,  Individually  and  as 
Copartners,  Trading  and  Doing  Busi¬ 
ness  as  Brocess  Laboratories,  Lesley 
Hair  and  Scalp  Consultants  and  Lesley 
Hair  and  Scalp  Specialists 

Consent  order  requiring  “hair  and 
scalp  specialists”  in  Louisville,  Ky.,  to 
cease  representing  falsely — in  newspaper 
advertisements  and  to  interested  persons 
coming  for  diagnosis  and  advice  to  their 
visiting  “clinics”  in  various  cities — that, 
by  use  of  the  preparations  in  their  home 
treatment  kits,  except  in  the  case  of 
completely  bald  persons,  baldness  or  ex¬ 
cessive  hair  loss  would  be  completely 
overcome,  and  hair  would  be  induced  to 
grow  and  would  become  thicker;  and  by 
use  of  the  word  “Trichologist”,  that  they 
had  had  competent  scientific  training 
in  the  diagnosis  and  treatment  of  scalp 
disorders  affecting  the  hair. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist  is  as 
follows: 

It  is  ordered,  That  respondents  For¬ 
rest  I.  Brodie  and  Alberta  L.  Brodie,  in¬ 
dividually  and  as  copartners,  trading 
and  doing  business  as  Brocress  Labora¬ 
tories,  Lesley  Hair  and  Scalp  Consultants 
and  Lesley  Hair  and  Scalp  Specialists, 
or  under  ahy  other  name  or  names,  and 
respondents’  agents,  representatives  and 
employees,  directly  or  through  any  cor¬ 
porate  or  other  device,  in  connection 
with  the  offering  for  sale,  sale  or  dis¬ 
tribution  of  the  various  cosmetic  and 
drug  preparations,  or  of  any  other  prep¬ 
arations  for  use  in  the  treatment  of 
hair  and  scalp  conditions,  do  forthwith 
cease  and  desist  from: 

1.  Disseminating,  or  causing  to  be  dis¬ 
seminated,  by  means  of  the  United 
States  mail,  or  by  any  means  in  com¬ 
merce,  as  “commerce”  is  defined  in  the 
Federal  Trade  Commission  Act,  any  ad¬ 
vertisement  which  represents,  directly 
or  by  implication: 

(a)  That  the  use  of  said  preparations 
alone  or  in  conjuction  with  any  method 
of  treatment  will : 

(1)  Prevent  or  overcome  baldness  or 
excessive  hair  loss,  unless  such  repre¬ 
sentation  be  expressly  limited  to  cases 
other  than  those  known  as  male  pattern 
baldness,  and  unless  the  advertisements 
clearly  and  conspicuously  reveal  the  fact 
that  the  great  majority  of  all  cases  of 
baldness  or  excessive  hair  loss  are  of  the 
male  pattern  type,  and  that  said  prepa¬ 
rations  will  not  in  such  cases  prevent  or 
overcome  baldness  or  excessive  hair 
loss; 

(2)  Induce  hair  to  grow  or  cause 
the  hair  to  become  thicker,  or  otherwise 
grow  hair,  unless  such  representations  be 
expressly  limited  to  cases  other  than 
those  arising  by  reason  of  male  pattern 


baldness,  and  unless  the  advertisement 
clearly  and  conspicuously  reveals  the 
fact  that  the  great  majority  of  all  cases 
of  baldness  or  excessive  hair  loss  are  of 
the  male  pattern  type,  and  that  said 
preparations  will  not  in  such  cases  in 
duce  the  growth  of  hair  or  thicken 
hair. 

(b)  That  respondents,  their  agents 
representatives  or  employees  have  had 
competent  training  in  dermatology  0r 
other  branches  of  medicine  having  to  do 
with  the  diagnosis  and  treatment  of 
scalp  conditions  affecting  the  hair  or  are 
trichologists. 

2.  Disseminating,  or  causing  to  be 
disseminated,  by  any  means  any  adver¬ 
tisement  for  the  purpose  of  inducing,  or 
which  is  likely  to  induce,  directly  or  in¬ 
directly,  the  purchase  of  said  prepara¬ 
tions  in  commerce,  as  “commerce”  is 
defined  in  the  Federal  Trade  Commission 
Act,  which  advertisement  contains  any 
of  the  representations  prohibited  in 
Paragraph  1  hereof. 

By  “Decision  of  the  Commission”,  etc., 
report  of  compliance  was  required  as 
follows : 

It  is  ordered,  That  respondents  herein 
shall,  within  sixty  (60)  days  after  serv¬ 
ice  upon  them  of  this  order,  file  with  the 
Commission  a  report  in  writing,  setting 
forth  in  detail  the  manner  and  form  in 
which  they  have  complied  with  the  order 
to  cease  and  desist. 

Issued:  June  1, 1961. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Joseph  W.  Shea, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-6543;  Filed,  July  12,  1961; 

8:45  a.m.] 


[Docket  8289  c.o.] 

part  13— prohibited  trade 

PRACTICES 

Brookfield  Hats,  Inc.,  et  al. 

Subpart — Furnishing  false  guaran¬ 
ties:  §  13.1053  Furnishing  false  guaran¬ 
ties:  §  13.1053-35  Fur  Products  Labeling 
Act.  Subpart — Invoicing  products  false¬ 
ly:  §  13.1108  Invoicing  products  falsely: 

§  13.1108-45  Fur  Products  Labeling  Act. 
Subpart — Misrepresenting  oneself  and 
goods — Goods:  §  13.1590  Composition: 

§  13.1590-30  Fur  Products  Labeling  Act. 
Subpart — Neglecting,  unfairly  or  decep¬ 
tively,  to  make  material  disclosure: 

§  13.1845  Composition :  §  13.1845-30  Fur 
Products  Labeling  Act ;  §  13.1852  Formal 
regulatory  and  statutory  requirements: 

§  13.1852-35  Fur  Products  Labeling  Act. 

(Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  721;  15  U.S.C.  46.  Interpret 
or  apply  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended; 
sec.  8,  65  Stat.  179;  15  U.S.C.  45,  69f)  [Cease 
and  desist  order,  Brookfield  Hats,  Inc.,  et  al., 
New  York,  N.Y.,  Docket  8289,  June  10,  1961] 

In  the  Matter  of  Brookfield  Hats,  Inc.,  a 
Corporation,  and  Louis  Rose,  and 
Anne  Rose,  Individually  and  as 
Officers  of  Said  Corporation 

Consent  order  requiring  New  York 
City  furriers  to  cease  violating  the  Fur 
Products  Labeling  Act  by  falsely  identi¬ 
fying  fur  products  with  respect  to  ani¬ 
mals  producing  the  fur  on  invoices; 
stating  falsely  on  invoices  that  con- 
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tinuing  guaranty  of  compliance  with  the 
Art  had  been  filed  with  the  Commission; 
failing  to  set  forth  “Dyed  Broadtail  proc- 
Tjimb”  on  invoices  where  required; 


and  failing  in  other  respects  to  comply 
Jith  invoicing  and  labeling  require- 

mThe  order  to  cease  and  desist  is  as 
follows: 


It  is  ordered.  That  Brookfield  Hats, 
Inc  a  corporation  and  its  officers  and 
Louis  Rose  and  Ann  Rose,  individually 
and  as  officers  of  said  corporation  and 
respondents’  representatives,  agents  and 
employees,  directly  or  through  any  cor¬ 
porate  or  other  device,  in  connection 
with  the  introduction,  manufacture  for 
introduction,  or  the  sale,  advertising  or 
offering  for  sale  in  commerce,  or  the 
transportation  or  distribution,  in  com¬ 
merce,  of  fur  products  or  in  connection 
with  the  sale,  manufacture  for  sale,  ad¬ 
vertising,  offering  for  sale,  transporta¬ 
tion  or  distribution  of  fur  products 
which  have  been  made  in  whole  or  in 
part  of  fur  which  has  been  shipped  and 
received  in  commerce  as  “commerce”, 
“fur”  and  “fur  product”  are  defined  in 
the  Pur  Products  Labeling  Act  do  forth¬ 
with  cease  and  desist  from: 

A.  Misbranding  fur  products  by: 

1.  Failing  to  affix  labels  to  fur  prod¬ 
ucts  showing  in  words  and  figures  plain¬ 
ly  legible  all  of  the  information  required 
to  be  disclosed  by  each  of  the  subsections 
of  section  4(2)  of  the  Fur  Products  La¬ 
beling  Act. 

2.  Setting  forth  on  labels  affixed  to  fur 
products  information  required  under 
section  4(2)  of  the  Fur  Products  Label¬ 
ing  Act  and  the  Rules  and  Regulations 
promulgated  thereunder  mingled  with 
non-required  information. 

B.  Falsely  or  deceptively  invoicing  fur 
products  by: 

1.  Failing  to  furnish  to  purchasers  of 
fur  products  invoices  showing  all  of  the 
information  required  to  be  disclosed  by 
each  of  the  subsections  of  section  5(b) 
(1)  of  the  Fur  Products  Labeling  Act. 

2.  Failing  to  set  forth  the  term  “Dyed 
Broadtail  processed  Lamb”  where  an 
election  is  made  to  use  that  term  in¬ 
stead  of  Lamb. 

C.  Falsely  or  deceptively  invoicing  or 
otherwise  identifying  any  such  product 
as  to  the  name  or  names  of  the  animal 
or  animals  that  produced  the  fur  from 
which  such  product  was  manufactured. 

D.  Making  statements  on  invoices  or 
otherwise  that  a  continuing  guaranty  un¬ 
der  the  Fur  Products  Labeling  Act  is  on 
file  with  the  Federal  Trade  Commission 
when  such  is  not  the  fact. 

By  “Decision  of  the  Commission”,  etc., 
report  of  compliance  was  required  as 
follows: 

It  is  ordered,  That  respondents  herein 
shall,  within  sixty  (60)  days  after  serv¬ 
ice  upon  them  of  this  order,  file  with  the 
Commission  a  report  in  writing  setting 
forth  in  detail  the  manner  and  form  in 


which  they  have  complied  with  the  order 
to  cease  and  desist. 

Issued:  June  9, 1961. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Joseph  W.  Shea, 

Secretary, 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-6544;  Filed,  July  12,  1961; 
8:46  a.m.] 

[Docket  8287  c.o.] 

PART  13— PROHIBITED  TRADE 
PRACTICES 

David  Singer  et  al. 

Subpart — Advertising  falsely  or  mis¬ 
leadingly:  §  13.15  Business  status,  ad¬ 
vantages,  or  connections:  §  13.15-235 
Producer  status  of  dealer  or  seller: 

§  13.15-235  (m)  Manufacturer;  §  13.15- 
255  Reputation,  success,  or  standing: 

§  13.15-278  Time  in  business;  §  13.50 
Dealer  or  seller  assistance;  §  13.60  Earn¬ 
ings  and  profits;  §  13.200  Sample,  offer 
or  order  conformance;  §  13.255  Surveys; 

§  13.260  Terms  and  conditions. 

(Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  721;  15  TJ.S.C.  46.  Interpret 
or  apply  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended;  15 
U.S.C.  45)  [Cease  and  desist  order,  David 
Singer  trading  as  Adam  Industries  et  al., 
New  York,  N.Y.,  Docket  8287,  June  7,  1961] 

In  the  Matter  of  David  Singer,  an  Indi¬ 
vidual  Trading  and  Doing  Business  as 
Adam  Industries,  and  Muriel  Singer, 
Individually 

Consent  order  requiring  a  New  York 
City  concern  engaged  in  the  sale  and 
distribution  of  toys  and  novelties,  to 
cease  using  exaggerated  earnings  claims 
and  other  misrepresentations  in  solicit¬ 
ing  distributors  to  service  established 
toy  routes,  as  in  the  order  below 
indicated. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist  is  as 
follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondent  David 
Singer,  an  individual  trading  and  doing 
business  as  Adam  Industries,  or  trading 
and  doing  business  under  any  other 
name  or  names,  and  respondent’s  agents, 
representatives  and  employees,  directly 
or  through  any  corporate  or  other  device, 
in  connection  with  the  offering  for  sale, 
sale  or  distribution  of  toys,  novelties, 
sundries,  and  magic  tricks,  or  any  other 
merchandise,  in  commerce,  as  “com¬ 
merce”  is  defined  in  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission  Act,  do  forthwith  cease  and 
desist  from  representing,  directly  or  by 
implication,  that: 

1.  The  earning  or  profits  derived  from 
the  sale  of  respondent’s  merchandise  are 
any  amount  in  excess  of  those  which 
have  been  in  fact  customarily  earned  by 
distributors  of  respondent’s  products. 

2.  Respondent  or  his  sales  representa¬ 
tives  obtain  or  assist  in  obtaining  satis¬ 
factory  locations  for  products  purchased 
from  respondent. 

3.  No  selling  or  soliciting  is  required  of 
the  purchaser  for  the  sale  of  respondent’s 
products. 


4.  Prospective  distributors  must  pos¬ 
sess  any  particular  qualifications  before 
the  products  are  sold  to  them. 

5.  Surveys  have  been  made  to  deter¬ 
mine  locations  which  would  prove 
profitable  for  the  sale  of  such  products. 

6.  Purchasers  of  respondent’s  products 
are  given  exclusive  territory  within 
which  to  sell  such  products. 

7.  Adam  Industries  has  been  in.  busi¬ 
ness  a  long  time  and  is  a  large  and 
successful  manufacturer  of  its  own 
products. 

8.  Adam  Industries  is  well-rated  by 
Dun  &  Bradstreet. 

9.  Products  actually  sold  by  respond¬ 
ent  to  distributors  were  of  a  higher 
quality  or  value  than  they  actually  are. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  this  com¬ 
plaint  herein  be,  and  it  hereby  is,  dis¬ 
missed  as  to  individual  respondent 
Muriel  Singer. 

By  “Decision  of  the  Commission”, 
etc.,  report  of  compliance  was  required 
as  follows:  J 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondent  David 
Singer,  individually  and  trading  as  Adam 
Industries,  shall,  within  sixty  (60)  days 
after  service  upon  him  of  this  order, 
file  with  the  Commission  a  report  in 
writing  setting  forth  in  detail  the  man¬ 
ner  and  form  in  which  he  has  complied 
with  the  order  to  cease  and  desist. 

Issued:  June 7, 1961. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Joseph  W.  Shea, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-6546;  Filed,  July  12,  1961; 
8:46  a.m.] 

[Docket  7950  c.o.] 

PART  13— PROHIBITED  TRADE 
PRACTICES 

R.  O.  Davis  et  al. 

Subpart — Advertising  falsely  or  mis¬ 
leadingly:  §  13.15  Business  status,  ad¬ 
vantages,  or  connections:  §  13.15-250 
Qualifications  and  abilities;  §  13.20  Com¬ 
parative  data  or  merits;  §  13.170  Qual¬ 
ities  or  properties  of  product  or  service: 

§  13.170-22  Corrective,  orthopedic,  etc.; 

§  13.170-70  Preventive  or  protective; 

§  13.280  Unique  nature  or  advantages. 

(Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  721;  15  U.S.C.  46.  In¬ 
terpret  or  apply  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as 
amended;  15  U.S.C.  45)  [Cease  and  desist 
order,  R.  O.  Davis  et  al.  trading  as  Contact 
Lens  Center,  Seattle,  Wash.,  Docket  7950, 
June  6, 1961] 

In  the  Matter  of  R.  O.  Davis,  and  N.  D. 
Whipple,  Individually  and  as  Co¬ 
partners  Trading  and  Doing  Business 
as  Contact  Lens  Center 

Consent  order  requiring  sellers  in 
Seattle,  Wash.,  to  cease  making  such 
false  claims  in  advertising  in  newspapers, 
circulars,  etc.,  as  that  their  “Star- 
Vault”  contact  lenses  could  be  worn  all 
day  with  complete  comfort  by  all  per¬ 
sons  in  need  of  visual  correction;  and 
would  correct  all  defects  in  vision,  pro- 
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tect  the  eye  from  dust  and  foreign 
objects,  and  replace  eyeglasses,  among 
other  things,  as  in  the  order  below 
specified. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist  is  as 
follows: 

It  is  ordered,  That  R.  O.  Davis,  in¬ 
dividually,  or  trading  as  Contact  Lens 
Center,  or  under  any  other  name  or 
names*  his  representatives,  agents  and 
employees,  directly  or  through  any  cor¬ 
porate  or  other  device,  in  connection 
with  the  sale  of  contact  lenses,  do  forth¬ 
with  cease  and  desist  from  directly  or 
indirectly: 

I.  Disseminating  or  causing  to  be  dis¬ 
seminated  any  advertisement  by  means 
of  the  United  States  mails  or  by  any 
means  in  commerce  as  “commerce”  is 
defined  in  the  Federal  Trade  Commis¬ 
sion  Act,  which  advertisement  represents 
directly  or  by  implication  that: 

(a)  All  persons  in  need  of  visual  cor¬ 
rection  can  successfully  wear  said  con¬ 
tact  lenses; 

(b)  There  is  no  irritation  or  discom¬ 
fort  in  wearing  said  contact  lenses; 

(c)  A  person  can  wear  said  lenses  all 
day,  unless  it  is  clearly  disclosed  that 
this  is  possible  only  after  such  person 
has  become  fully  adjusted  thereto; 

(d)  Eyeglasses  can  be  discarded  upon 
the  purchase  of  said  contact  lenses; 

(e)  Said  contact  lenses  will  correct  all 
defects  in  vision; 

(f)  Said  contact  lenses  differ  from 
other  contact  lenses  in  that  they  permit 
air  and  tears  to  bathe  the  cornea; 

(g)  He  is  a  pioneer  and  researcher  in 
the  contact  lens  field; 

(h)  Said  contact  lenses  provide  a 
covering  for  the  eye  from  dust  and  for¬ 
eign  objects; 

n.  Disseminating  or  causing  to  be  dis¬ 
seminated  any  advertisement,  by  any 
means,  for  the  purpose  of  inducing  or 
which  is  likely  to  induce,  directly  or  in¬ 
directly,  the  purchase  in  commerce,  as 
“commerce”  is  defined  in  the  Federal 
Trade  Commission  Act,  of  said  contact 
lenses;  which  advertisement  contains 
any  of  the  representations  prohibited  in 
Paragraph  I  hereof. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  com¬ 
plaint  herein,  insofar  as  it  concerns  re¬ 
spondent  N.  D.  Whipple,  be,  and  the  same 
hereby  is,  dismissed. 

By  “Decision  of  the  Commission”,  etc., 
report  of  compliance  was  required  as 
follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondent  R.  O. 
Davis,  individually  and  trading  and  doing 
business  as  Contact  Lens  Center,  shall, 
within  sixty  (60)  days  after  service  upon 
him  of  this  order,  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  a  report  in  writing,  setting  forth 
in  detail  the  manner  and  form  in  which 
he  has  complied  with  the  order  to  cease 
and  desist. 

Issued:  June  6, 1961. 

By  the  Commission. 

r seal]  Joseph  W.  Shea, 

Secretary. 

(F.R.  Doc.  61-6545;  Filed,  July  12,  1961; 

8:46  am.] 


[Docket  8266  c.o.] 

PART  13— PROHIBITED  TRADE 
PRACTICES 

Feller’s,  Inc.,  et  al. 

Subpart — Advertising  falsely  or  mis¬ 
leadingly:  §  13.155  Prices:  §  13.155-40 
Exaggerated  as  regular  and  customary; 

§  13.155-50  Forced  or  sacrifice  sales. 
Subpart — Invoicing  products  falsely : 

§  13.1108  Invoicing  products  falsely: 

§  13.1108-45  Fur  Products  Labeling  Act. 
Subpart — Misbranding  or  mislabeling : 

§  13.1280  Price.  Subpart — Misrepresent¬ 
ing  oneself  and  goods — Prices:  §  13.1805 
Exaggerated  as  regular  and  customary; 

§  13.1813  Forced  or  sacrifice  sales. 

(Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  721;  15  US.C.  46.  Interpret 
or  apply  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended; 
sec.  8,  65  Stat.  179;  15  U.S.C.  45,  69f)  [Cease 
and  desist  order,  Feller’s,  Inc.,  et  al.,  Har¬ 
risburg,  Pa.,  Docket  8266,  June  8,  1961] 

In  the  Matter  of  Feller’s,  Inc.,  a  Corpora¬ 
tion,  and  Charles  M.  Feller,  Mary  M. 
Feller,  and  Oscar  L.  Feller,  Individ¬ 
ually  and  as  Officers  of  Said  Cor¬ 
poration 

Consent  order  requiring  Harrisburg, 
Pa.,  furriers  to  cease  violating  the 
Fur  Products  Labeling  Act  by  attaching 
to  fur  products  labels  bearing  fictitious 
prices,  represented  thereby  as  the  regu¬ 
lar  retail  selling  prices;  by  failing  to 
make  the  disclosure  “secondhand  fur” 
on  invoices  where  required;  by  adver¬ 
tising  in  newspapers  which  failed  to  dis¬ 
close  when  fur  products  were  composed 
of  used  or  secondhand  fur,  represented 
prices  as  reduced  from  regular  prices 
which  were  in  fact  fictitious,  and  repre¬ 
sented  fur  products  falsely  as  being  fire 
merchandise;  and  by  failing  to  main¬ 
tain  adequate  records  as  a  basis  for 
pricing  claims. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist  is  as 
follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondents  Fel¬ 
ler’s,  Inc.,  a  corporation,  and  its  officers, 
and  Charles  M.  Feller,  Mary  M.  Feller 
and  Oscar  L.  Feller,  individually  and  as 
officers  of  said  corporation,  and  respond¬ 
ents*  representatives,  agents  and  em¬ 
ployees,  directly  or  through  any  corpo¬ 
rate  or  other  device,  in  connection  with 
the  introduction  into  commerce,  or  the 
sale,  advertising,  offering  for  sale,  trans¬ 
portation  or  distribution  in  commerce,  of 
fur  products;  or  in  connection  with  the 
sale,  advertising,  offering  for  sale,  trans¬ 
portation,  or  distribution  of  fur  products 
which  are  made  in  whole  or  in  part  of 
fur  which  has  been  shipped  and  received 
in  commerce,  as  “commerce”,  “fur”  and 
“fur  product”  are  defined  in  the  Fur 
Products  Labeling  Act,  do  forthwith 
cease  and  desist  from : 

A.  Misbranding  fur  products  by  false¬ 
ly  or  deceptively  labeling  or  otherwise 
identifying  such  products  as  to  respond¬ 
ents’  prices  thereof  by  any  representa¬ 
tion  that  the  regular  or  usual  prices  of 
such  products  are  any  amounts  in  excess 
of  the  prices  at  which  respondents  have 
usually  and  customarily  sold  such  prod¬ 
ucts  in  the  recent  regular  course  of 
business. 


B.  Falsely  or  deceptively  invoicing  fur 
products  by  failing  to  furnish  invoices  to 
purchasers  of  fur  products  showing  that 
fur  products  contain  or  are  composed  of 
“secondhand  fur,”  when  such  is  the  fact 

C.  Falsely  or  deceptively  advertising 
fur  products  through  the  use  of  any  ad¬ 
vertisements,  representation,  public  an¬ 
nouncement  or  notice  which  is  intended 
to  aid,  promote  or  assist,  directly  or  in¬ 
directly,  in  the  sale,  or  offering  for  sale 
of  fur  products  and  which: 

1.  Fails  to  disclose  that  the  fur  product 
is  composed  of  used  fur,  when  such  is  the 
fact. 

2.  Fails  to  disclose  that  the  fur  product 
is  composed  of  “secondhand  fur,”  when 
such  is  the  fact. 

3.  Represents,  directly  or  by  implica¬ 
tion,  that  respondents’  price  of  any  fur 
product  is  any  amount  which  is  in  excess 
of  the  price  at  which  respondents  have 
usually  and  customarily  sold  such  prod¬ 
ucts  in  the  recent  regular  course  of 
business. 

4.  Represents,  directly  or  by  implica¬ 
tion,  that  fur  products  have  been  dam¬ 
aged  by  smoke  and  water  or  are  fire 
merchandise,  when  such  is  not  the  fact. 

D.  Making  claims  and  representations 
respecting  prices  and  values  of  fur  prod¬ 
ucts  unless  respondents  maintain  full 
and  adequate  records  disclosing  the  facts 
upon  which  such  claims  and  representa¬ 
tions  are  based. 

By  “Decision  of  the  Commission”,  etc., 
report  of  compliance  was  required  as 
follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  the  respondents 
herein  shall  within  sixty  (60)  days  after 
service  upon  them  of  this  order,  file  with 
the  Commission  a  report  in  writing  set¬ 
ting  forth  in  detail  the  manner  and  form 
in  which  they  have  complied  with  the 
order  to  cease  and  desist. 

Issued:  June  8,  1961. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Joseph  W.  Shea, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-6547;  Filed,  July  12,  1961; 

8:46  a.m.] 


[Docket  6459  o.] 

PART  13— PROHIBITED  TRADE 
PRACTICES 

Giant  Food,  Inc. 

Subpart — Discriminating  in  price  un¬ 
der  section  5,  Federal  Trade  Commission 
Act:  §  13.892  Knowingly  inducing  or  re¬ 
ceiving  discriminating  payments. 

(Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  721;  15  U.S.C.  46.  Interpret 
or  apply  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended; 
15  U.S.C.  45)  [Cease  and  desist  order,  Giant 
Food,  Inc.,  Landover,  Md.,  Docket  6459,  June 
1,  1961] 

In  the  Matter  of  Giant  Food,  Inc.  ( For¬ 
merly  Known  as  Giant  Food  Shopping 
Center,  Inc.),  a  Corporation 

Order  requiring  a  large  supermarket 
chain  with  retail  outlets  in  Maryland, 
Virginia,  and  the  District  of  Columbia, 
to  cease  soliciting  and  accepting  as  com¬ 
pensation  for  advertising  and  promo- 
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tional  services,  discriminatory  payments 
from  its  suppliers  which  it  knew  or 
should  have  known  were  not  made  avail¬ 
able  on  proportionally  equal  terms  to 
all  its  competitors,  such  as  contributions 
of  $37,875  made  by  some  150  suppliers 
for  its  chain- wide  19th  Anniversary  Sale 
in  return  for  advertising  and  promoting 
the  suppliers’  products. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist  is  as 
follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  Giant  Food,  Inc.,  a 
corporation,  and  its  officers,  and  re¬ 
spondent’s  representatives,  agents  and 
employees,  directly  or  through  any  cor¬ 
porate  or  other  device,  in  or  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  purchase  in  commerce,  as 
“commerce”  is  defined  in  the  Federal 
Trade  Commission  Act,  of  products  for 
resale  by  the  respondent,  or  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  any  other  transactions 
between  respondent  and  its  various  sup¬ 
pliers  involving  or  pertaining  to  the  reg¬ 
ular  business  of  the  respondent  in  dis¬ 
tributing  and  selling  commodities  and 
products  in  commerce,  as  “commerce” 
is  defined  in  the  Federal  Trade  Com¬ 
mission  Act,  do  forthwith  cease  and  de¬ 
sist  from:  Inducing,  receiving,  or  con¬ 
tracting  for  the  receipt  of  anything  of 
value  from  any  supplier  as  compensa¬ 
tion  or  in  consideration  for  services  or 
facilities  furnished  by  or  through  re¬ 
spondent  in  connection  with  the  process¬ 
ing,  handling,  sale,  or  offering  for  sale 
of  products  purchased  from  such  sup¬ 
plier,  when  respondent  knows  or  should 
know  that  such  compensation  or  consid¬ 
eration  is  not  affirmatively  offered  or 
otherwise  made  available  by  such  sup¬ 
plier  on  proportionally  equal  terms  to  all 
of  its  other  customers  competing  with 
respondent  in  the  sale  and  distribution 
of  such  supplier’s  products. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  allega¬ 
tions  contained  in  paragraphs  ten  and 
eleven  of  the  amended  and  supplemental 
complaint  be,  and  they  hereby  are, 
dismissed. 

By  “Final  Order”,  report  of  compliance 
was  required  as  follows: 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  re¬ 
spondent  Giant  Food,  Inc.,  shall,  within 
sixty  (60)  days  after  service  upon  it  of 
this  order,  file  with  the  Commission  a 
report,  in  writing,  setting  forth  in  de¬ 
tail  the  manner  and  form  in  which  it 
has  complied  with  the  order  to  cease  and 
desist  as  modified. 

Issued:  June  1,  1961. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Joseph  W.  Shea, 

Secretary. 

[PH.  Doc.  61-6648;  Filed,  July  12,  1961; 

8:46  a.m.] 

No.  133 - 2 


[Docket  7043  o.] 

PART  13— PROHIBITED  TRADE 
PRACTICES 

United  States  Association  of  Credit 
Bureaus,  Inc.,  et  al. 

Subpart — Advertising  falsely  or  mis¬ 
leadingly:  §  13.14  Business  status,  ad¬ 
vantages,  or  connections:  §  13.15-80 
Government  connection;  §  13.15-125  In¬ 
dividual  or  private  business  being: 

§  13.15-125 (a)  Association;  §  13.15-195 
Nature;  §  13.15-215  Organization  and 
operation;  §  13.15-225  Personnel  or  staff; 

§  13.15-265  Service;  §  13.15-270  Size  and 
extent;  §  13.260  Terms  and  conditions. 
Subpart— Securing  information  by  sub¬ 
terfuge:  §  13.2168  Securing  information 
by  subterfuge.  Subpart — Using  mislead¬ 
ing  name — Vendor:  §  13.2380  Govern¬ 
ment  connection;  §  13.2395  Individual  or 
private  business  being  association  or 
guild ;  §  13.2425  Nature,  in  general. 

(Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  721;  15  U.S.C.  46.  Interpret 
or  apply  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended;  15 
U.S.C.  45)  [Cease  and  desist  order.  United 
States  Association  of  Credit  Bureaus,  Inc., 
et  al.,  Oak  Forest,  Ill.,  Docket  7043,  June  8, 
1961] 

In  the  Matter  of  United  States  Associa¬ 
tion  of  Credit  Bureaus,  Inc.,  a  Cor¬ 
poration,  and  John  W.  Burns,  and  Har¬ 
old  E.  Holder,  Individually  and  as 
Officers  of  Said  Corporation 

Order  requiring  a  collection  agency  at 
Oak  Forest,  Ill.,  to  cease  representing 
falsely,  by  use  of  its  misleading  trade 
name,  that  it  was  an  “association”  and 
“credit  bureau”,  and,  by  use  of  the  words 
“United  States”  and  official-looking  in¬ 
signia,  that  it  was  connected  with  the 
United  States  Government;  misrepre¬ 
senting  the  organization  of  its  business, 
services  rendered  its  clients,  and  com¬ 
missions  retained;  and  using  “skip¬ 
tracing”  material  which  represented 
falsely  that  it  was  to  the  addressees’ 
financial  advantage  to  provide  requested 
information  concerning  debtors. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist  is  as 
follows,  including  the  provision  requiring 
report  of  compliance  therewith : 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondent.  United 
States  Association  of  Credit  Bureaus, 
Inc.,  a  corporation,  and  its  officers,  and 
respondents,  John  W.  Burns  and  Harold 
E.  Holder,  individually  and  as  officers  of 
said  corporate  respondent,  and  said  re¬ 
spondents’  agents,  representatives  and 
employees,  directly  or  through  any  cor¬ 
porate  or  other  device,  in  connection  with 
the  solicitation  of  accounts  for  collection, 
or  the  collection  of,  or  attempts  to  collect 
accounts,  or  to  obtain  information  con¬ 
cerning  delinquent  debtors,  in  commerce, 
as  “commerce”  is  defined  in  the  Federal 
Trade  Commission  Act,  do  forthwith 
cease  and  desist  from : 

1.  Using  the  words  “association”  or 
“credit  bureaus”,  or  any  other  term  of 
similar  import  or  meaning  in  the  cor¬ 
porate  name  or  in  any  other  manner  to 
designate,  describe  or  refer  to  respond¬ 
ents’  business,  or  otherwise  representing. 


directly  or  by  implication,  that  respond¬ 
ents’  business  is  an  association  or  a 
credit  bureau. 

2.  Using  the  name  “United  States”  in 
the  corporate  name  or  in  any  other  man¬ 
ner,  or  an  insignia  so  designed  as  to 
suggest  government  connection,  to  des¬ 
ignate,  describe,  or  refer  to  respondents’ 
business;  or  otherwise  representing,  di¬ 
rectly  or  by  implication,  that  they  are 
an  agency  or  branch  of  the  United 
States  government,  or  that  their  business 
is  in  any  way  connected  with  the  United 
States  government. 

3.  Representing,  through  the  use  of  a 
corporate  or  other  trade  name,  or  in  any 
other  manner,  that  their  business  is 
other  than  that  of  a  collection  agency 
engaged  in  collecting  past  due  accounts. 

4.  Representing,  directly  or  by  impli¬ 
cation: 

(a)  That  their  business  is  organized 
into  separate  functional  divisions  for  the 
collection  of  accounts; 

(b)  That  they  employ  local  represent¬ 
atives,  regional  investigators,  corre¬ 
spondents  or  lawyers  on  their  personnel 
staff  in  various  states,  throughout  the 
world,  or  that  they  employ  any  one  on 
their  personnel  staff  except  solicitors 
anywhere  outside  of  the  Chicago  or  Oak 
Forest,  Illinois,  area; 

(c)  That  they  make  personal  calls  on 
debtors  to  collect  accounts; 

(d)  That  no  charges  will  be  made  for 
accounts  unless  they  are  collected; 

(e)  That  the  collection  fee  or  commis¬ 
sion  is  less  than  any  amount  actually  to 
be  charged  or  retained  by  respondents 
from  accounts  collected; 

(f)  That  they  furnish  credit  reports 
to  parties  who  have  assigned  accounts 
to  them. 

5.  Using,  or  causing  to  be  used,  any 
forms,  cards,  or  other  material,  printed 
or  written,  for  use  in  obtaining  informa¬ 
tion  concerning  delinquent  debtors, 
which  represent,  directly  or  by  implica¬ 
tion,  that  money  or  property  is  being 
held  for,  or  is  due,  persons  concerning 
whom  the  information  is  sought,  or  is 
collectible  by  such  persons,  unless  money 
or  property  is  in  fact  due  and  collectible 
by  such  persons  and  the  amount  of 
money  or  property  is  actually  stated. 

6.  Using,  or  causing  to  be  used,  any 
forms,  cards  or  other  material,  printed 
or  written,  which  do  not  clearly  reveal 
that  the  purpose  for  which  the  informa¬ 
tion  is  requested  is  that  of  obtaining  in¬ 
formation  concerning  delinquent  debtors. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  respond¬ 
ents  shall,  within  sixty  (60)  days  after 
service  upon  them  of  this  order,  file  with 
the  Commission  a  report,  in  writing, 
setting  forth  in  detail  the  manner  and 
form  in  which  they  have  complied  with 
the  order  to  cease  and  desist. 

Issued:  June  8, 1961. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Joseph  W.  Shea, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-6549;  Filed,  July  12,  1961; 
8:47  a.m.) 
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§  121.90  Further  extensions  of  effective  date  of  statute  for  certain  specified  food 
additives  as  direct  additives  to  food.  °°® 


Product 

F 

Specified  uses  or  restrictions 

e 

Aluminum  stearate _ 

Bithionol  (50%)  and  methiotriazamine  (10%)... 

Bromides,  inorganic .  . 

In  poultry  feed  as  a  coccidiostat;  limited  to  2 
pounds  per  ton  of  feed  with  no  residue  in  edible 
tissue  of  jKmltry.  Discontinue  feeding  article 

3  days  prior  to  slaughter. 

Resulting  from  fumigation  with  methyl  bromide  ' 
to  control  pest  infestations;  limited  to  50  p.p.m. 
in  processed  foods. 

Component  of  chewing  gum  base . 

Butadiene-styrene  copolymer _ _ 

Butyl  rubber  (chewing  gum  grade)  without  in¬ 
hibitor. 

Butylatcd  hydroxyanisole . 

. do _ _ _ _ 

Component  of  chewing  gum  base,  limit  0.1  percent 
of  base;  antioxidant  in  potato  flakes,  limited  to 

50  p.p.m. 

Do. _ _ _ _ 

Calcium  disodium  ethylenediaminc  tetraacetate. 

Chilte . 

Sequestrant  in  carbonated  beverages',  limit  35  1 
p.p.m. 

Component  of  chewing  gum  base . 

Coumarone-indenc  resin . . . . . 

_ do . .  . 

Disodium  dihydrogen  etliylenediamine  tetra¬ 
acetate,  dihydrate. 

Disodium  ethylenediaminc  tetraacetate . 

In  vinegar  for  clarification;  limit  200  p.p.m .  i 

Trace  mineral  solubilizer  for  feeds  for  ruminant 
animals,  limit  200  p.p.m.;  stabilizer  for  vitamin 
Bn  in  aqueous  multivitamin  solutions,  limit  of 

15  parts  per  part  of  vitamin  Bit. 

Nutrient  and  dietary  supplement . . . 

Ferric  choline  citrate _ _ _ _ 

Glyceryl  abietate  (glycerin  ester  of  wood  rosin). 

Iodine  (from  dehydrated  kelp) . 

In  still  and  carbonated"  alcoholic  beverages  and 
fruit  drinks;  limited  to  60  p.p.m. 

In  dietary  supplements;  limited  to  0.7  mg.  iodine 
per  day. 

Component  of  chewing  gum  base . . 

Isobutylene  resin  (polyisobutylene) . 

Lanolin _ . . . 

Mono-  and  diglycerides  manufactured  by  direct 
esterification  of  fatty  acids  and  glycerin. 

N -Octylbicyclolicptene  dicarboximide . 

. do . 

Component  of  insecticide  for  control  of  infestation 
in  food  storage  and  food  processing  areas;  limit 

20  p.p.m.  in  food. 

Spray  adjuvant  on  fruits  and  vegetables;  limit  1 
1  p.p.m. 

Component  of  chewing  gum  base . . 

Octylphenoxy  polyethoxy  ethanol  (5  to  13  mols 
ethylene  oxide). 

Petroleum  hydrocarbon  resin  (mol.  wt.  approx. 
1100). 

Piperonyl  butoxide.. . 

Component  of  insecticide  for  control  of  infestation 
in  food-storage  and  food-processing  areas;  limit 

20  p.p.m.  on  food. 

Flocculent  in  the  clarification  of  sugar  juice; 

5  p.p.m.  in  cane  sugar,  1  p.p.m.  in  beet  sugar. 
Surface-active  agent  used  in  commercial  deter-  * 
gents  for  raw  products  followed  by  water  rinsing. 
_ do.. . . . . 

Polyacrylic  acid  (hydrolized  polyacrylamide 
and/or  hydrolyzed  polyacrylonitrile). 

Polyethoxylated  alkylphcnol,  benzyl  ether  of 
(mol.  wt.  726-1308). 

Polyethoxylated  alkyl  phenol  (dodecyl,  nonyl, 
and  oxtyl)  (mol.  wt.  426-1184). 

Polyethylene  (As  described  §121.2510  (a),  (b), 
(c),  (d)(1). 

Polyethylene  glycol  400  monooleate . . 

Component  of  chewing  gum  base . 

In  a  calf  feed  milk  replacer  as  an  emulsifier  and 
defoaming  agent;  limit  10%  in  milk  replacer. 

Dispersing  agent  in  food  supplement-type  vitamin 
preparations. 

Component  of  chewing  gum  base;  limit  0.1  percent 
of  base. 

Component  of  insecticide  for  control  of  infestation 
in  food-storage  and  food-processing  areas;  limit 

3  p.p.m.  in  food. 

Component  of  chewing  gum  base . . 

Polysorbate  80  (polyoxyethylene  (20)  sorbitan 
monooleate). 

Propyl  gallatc .  . 

Pyrethrins _ _ _ _ 

Rosin  or  hydrogenated  rosin  polymers  of 
glycerin  or  pentaerytliritol. 

Rosin,  methyl  ester  of,  hydrogenated .  ... 

. do . . 

Rubber  (natural),  smoked  sheet  and  latex  solids. 
Sodium  dodecyl  benzenesulfonate ..  . . 

Surface-active  agent  used  in  commercial  deter¬ 
gents  for  raw  products  followed  by  water  rinsing. 

Sodium  2-ethyl  1-hexylsulfate . 

Sodium  lauryl  sulfate _  _ _ 

..do _ _ _ _ 

Sodium  nitrate,  sodium  nitrite,  or  combination. 

Terpene  resin .  . . . . 

In  meat-curing  salt  for  fixing  and  heat  stabilizing 
the  red  color  in  meat;  limit  of  200  p.p.m.  of 
nitrite  in  home-cured  meat  or  meat  products. 
Component  of  chewing  gum  base _ _ _ 

Wax,  microcrystalline  and  paraffin,  Types  I 
and  II  (as  described  in  this  section). 

_ do _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

of  statute 


Do. 


July  1,1962 


Do. 

Do. 


Do. 


Do.’ 


Jan.  1, 1965 


Do. 


Jan.  i(  i%2 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 


July  1,1962 
Jan.  1, 1962 
Do. 


July  1,1963 
Do. 

Jan.  1,1962 
July  1,1962 
Jan.  1,1962 
Do. 

Do. 


y  1,196} 

Do. 

Do. 


Do. 

Do. 


Jan.  1,1962 
Do. 


Title  20— EMPLOYEES’ BENEFITS 

Chapter  II — Railroad  Retirement 
Board 

PART  336— EXHAUSTION  OF  RIGHTS 
TO  UNEMPLOYMENT  BENEFITS 

Temporary  Extended  Railroad  Unem¬ 
ployment  Insurance  Benefits  Act  of 
1961 

Pursuant  to  the  general  authority 
contained  in  section  12  of  the  act  of 
June  25.  1938  (52  Stat.  1094,  1107;  45 
U.S.C.  362),  §  336.3(b)  of  Part  336  of  the 
regulations  under  such  act  is  amended 
by  Board  Order  61-113,  dated  June  29, 
1961,  to  read  as  follows: 

§  336.3  Exhaustion  of  right  to  benefits 
within  meaning  of  Temporary  Ex¬ 
tended  Railroad  Unemployment  In¬ 
surance  Benefits  Act  of  1961. 
***** 

(b)  He  has  exhausted  his  current 
rights  to  normal  benefits  for  days  of  un¬ 
employment  in  accordance  with  §  336.2 
(c),  an  extended  benefit  period  is  not 
established  under  section  2(c)  of  the 
Railroad  Unemployment  Insurance  Act 
because  he  has  less  than  ten  years  of 
service  or  because  he  voluntarily  left 
work  without  good  cause  or  voluntarily 
retired,  and  the  last  day  of  the  benefit 
year,  or  the  last  day  in  the  benefit  year 
for  which  unemployment  benefits  were 
paid,  whichever  is  later,  is  after  June  30, 
1960,  and  before  April  1,  1962;  or 

(Sec.  12,  52  Stat.  1107,  as  amended;  45 
U.S.C.  362) 

Dated:  July  6,  1961. 

By  authority  of  the  Board. 

Mary  B.  Linkins, 
Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[P.R.  Doc.  61-6554;  Filed,  July  12,  1961; 
8:47  a.m.] 


Title  21— FOOD  AND  DRUGS 

Chapter  I — Food  and  Drug  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Department  of  Health,  Edu¬ 
cation,  and  Welfare 
SUBCHAPTER  B— FOOD  AND  FOOD  PRODUCTS 

PART  121— FOOD  ADDITIVES 

Subpart  A — Definitions  and  Procedu¬ 
ral  and  Interpretative  Regulations 

Extension  of  Effective  Date  of  Statute 
for  Certain  Specified  Food  Additives 

The  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs, 
pursuant  to  the  authority  provided  in 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (sec.  6(c),  Public  Law  85-929,  as 
amended  sec.  2,  Public  Law  87-19;  72 
Stat.  1788,  as  amended  75  Stat.  42;  21 
U.S.C.,  note  under  sec.  342)  and  dele¬ 
gated  to  him  by  the  Secretary  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare  (25  F.R.  8625) 
hereby  authorizes  the  use  in  foods  of  cer¬ 
tain  additives  as  direct  additives  for 
which  tolerances  have  not  yet  been  es¬ 
tablished  or  petitions  therefor  denied. 

Section  121.90  (21  CFR  121.90)  is 
amended  by  adding  thereto  the  following 
items: 


i  Progress  report  required  by  January  1, 1962. 

Notice  and  public  procedure  are  not 
necessary  prerequisites  to  the  promulga¬ 
tion  of  this  order,  and  I  so  find,  since 
extensions  of  time,  under  certain  condi¬ 
tions,  for  the  effective  date  of  the  Food 
Additives  Amendment  to  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  were  con¬ 
templated  by  Public  Law  87-19  as  a  relief 
of  restrictions  on  the  food-processing 
industry. 

Effective  date.  This  order  shall  be¬ 
come  effective  as  of  the  date  of  signature. 

(Sec.  6(c)  Public  Law  85-929,  as  amended 
sec.  2,  Public  Law  87-19;  72  Stat.  1788,  as 
amended  75  Stat.  42;  21  U.S.C. ,  note  under 
sec.  342) 


Dated:  July  3, 1961. 

[seal]  Geo.  P.  Larrick, 

Comviissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-6464;  Filed,  July  12,  1961; 
8:45  a.m.] 


PART  121— FOOD  ADDITIVES 

Subpart  A — Definitions  and  Procedur¬ 
al  and  Interpretative  Regulations 

Extension  of  Effective  Date  of  Statute 
for  Certain  Specified  Food  Additives 

The  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs, 
pursuant  to  the  authority  provided  in 
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.  pederal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
t!  (sec  6(c),  Public  Law  85-929,  as 
amended  sec.  2,  Public  Law  87-19;  72 
1788,  as  amended  75  Stat.  42;  21 
tt5C  note  under  sec.  342)  and  dele- 
to  him  by  the  Secretary  of  Health, 

Education,  and  Welfare  (25  F.R.  8625) 

8  121.91  Further  extensions  of  effective  date  of  statute  for  certain  specified  food 
^  additives  as  indirect  additives  to  food. 


hereby  authorizes  the  use  in  foods  of  cer¬ 
tain  additives  as  indirect  additives  for 
which  tolerances  have  not  yet  been  es¬ 
tablished  or  petitions  therefor  denied. 

Section  121.91  (21  CFR  121.91)  is 
amended  by  adding  thereto  the  following 
items: 


Product 


Acrylamide  and  acrylic  acid  copolymer. 


Acrylonitrile- . 

Butyl  acrylate. . --- . 

Coumarone-indene  resin.— . . — 

DIalkyl  (palmitic,  lauric,  linoleic,  myristic, 
stearic,  or  oleic)  ketene  dimer. 

Dicyclohexyl  pbthalate . . — 


Diethyleneglycol  dibenzoate . . 

Dimethyl  dialkyl  (C»  to  C«)  ammonium 

chloride. 

Dioctyl  adipate . 


Diphenyl  phthalate - - - 

Dipropylene  glycol  dibenzoate . 

Epichlarohydrin  resin  of  adipic  acid  and 
diethylenetriamine. 

Ethylenediamine  tetraacetic  acid . 

Ethyl  p-hydroxy-benzoate . . 

Gum  rosin . . — . . . . 


Gum  turpentine . . . . 

Octylpbenoxypolyetlioxy  ethanol  (7-13  ethyl¬ 
ene  oxide  groups). 

Pine  oil. . 


Polyacrylamide . 

Polyethyleneglycol  200  dibenzoate . 

Polyoxyethylene  (20)  sorbitan  monostearate— 

Poly-1, 4,7, 10, 13-pentaaza-15-hydroxyhexadccane. 

Polysorbatc  80  (polyoxyethylene  (20)  sorbitan 

monooleate). 

Polyvinyl  alcohol . . . 


Rosin,  modified  with  saligenin . 

Rosin,  wood,  gum,  tall  pil,  and  dark  wood 
modified  with  hydrogen,  formaldehyde, 
maleic  anhydride,  and  fumaric  acid,  and  with, 
the  subsequent  addition  of  phenyl  /3-naph- 
thylamine;  3,5-dimethyltetrahydroxy  1,3,5- 
2H-thiadiazine-2-thione;  diethylenetriamine; 
and  2-mercaptobenzothiazole. 

Rosin,  wood,  gum,  and  tall  oil,  and  the  dimers 
thereof,  and  these  substances  as  modified  by 
one  or  more  of  the  following  reactants:  4,4'-iso- 

Eropylidenediphenol-formaldehyde,  glycerin, 
ydrogen,  maleic  anhydride,  methanol,  pen- 
taerythritol  (double  crystallized),  sulfuric 
acid,  and  triethylene  glycol. 

Sodium  diisobutylpheiioxydietlioxyethyl  sul¬ 
fonate. 

Sodium  dioctyl  sulfosueeinato . . 


Sodium  lauryl  sulfate . 


Sodium  lignosulfonatc  (sodium  ligninsulfonate) 

Sodium  salt  of  naphthalenesulfonic  acid,  con¬ 
densed  with  formaldehyde. 

Stannous  oleate . . . 


Sulfate  wood  turpentine 
Tall  oil  fatty  acids . . 


Specified  uses  or  restrictions 


Effective  date 
of  statute 
extended  to— 


Component  of  paper  and  paperboard  for  food 
packaging. 

Component  of  lining  for  food  containers . 


Component  of  adhesives  and  coatings  for  paper 
and  paperboard  to  be  used  in  food  packaging. 

Component  of  sizing  for  paper  and  paperboard 
used  for  food  packaging. 

Plasticizer  in  resins  used  in  packaging,  handling, 
storing,  or  transporting  food. 

Component  of  adhesives  for  food  packaging . 

As  a  nocculant  in  manufacture  of  silicate  pigments 
used  in  paper  and  paperboard  for  food  packaging. 

Plasticizer  in  resins  used  in  packaging,  handling, 
storing,  or  transporting  food. 

_ do . 

Plasticizer  with  vinyl  resins  in  formulation  of 
adhesives  for  food  packaging;  limit  1  p.p.m. 

Wet-strength  resin  in  paper  and  paperboard  for 
food  packaging. 

Saturant  for  cotton  belts  used  for  transportation 
of  foods. 

Preservative  in  adhesives  and  coatings  for  food¬ 
packaging  materials. 

Component  of  coatings  for  food  containers,  compo¬ 
nent  of  sizing  for  paper  and  paperboard  for  food 
packaging. 

_ do . 

Saturant  for  cotton  belts  used  for  transportation 
of  foods. 

Component  of  coatings  for  food  containers,  com¬ 
ponent  of  sizing  for  paper  and  paperboard  for 
food  packaging. 

Flocculant  or  filler-retention  aid  in  manufacture 
of  paper  and  paperboard  for  food  packaging. 

Component  of  adhesives  for  food  packaging . . 

In  latex  polymer  dispersions  used  for  paper  and 
paperboard  for  food  packaging. 

As  retention  aid  in  manufacture  of  paper  and 
paperboard  for  food  packaging. 

As  emulsifier  in  release  agents  used  in  paper  and 
paperboard  for  food  packaging. 

In  silicone  antiadhesive  functional  coatings  for 
paper  and  paperboard  for  food  packaging. 

Component  of  sizing  for  paper  and  paperboard 
for  food  packaging. 

. do . 


Tall  oil  rosins . . 

Terpene  resin  (a-  and  0-pincne). 

Tetrahydrofuran . . 


Urea-formaldehyde. 
Vinylidene  chloride. 


Component  of  coatings,  adhesives,  and  inks  used 
for  food  packaging. 


Saturant  for  cotton  belts  used  for  transportation 
of  foods. 

In  latex  polymer  dispersions  used  for  paper  and 
paperboard  for  food  packaging. 

As  component  of  the  following  coatings  for  proc 
essing,  handling,  or  packaging  food:  polyvinyl 
chloride,  vinyl  chloride— vinylidene  chloride 
copolymer,  vinyl  chloride— vinyl  acetate  co¬ 
polymer. 

Dispersant  in  wax  emulsions  in  paper  and  paper 
board  for  food  packaging. 

Saturant  for  cotton  belts  used  for  transportation 
of  foods. 

In  silicone  anti-adhesive  functional  coatings  for 
paper  and  paperboard  for  food  packaging. 

Component  of  coating  for  food  containers,  com 
ponent  of  sizing  for  paper  and  paperboard  for 
food  packaging. 

Component  of  sizing  for  paper  and  paperboard  for 
food  packaging,  component  of  synthetic  resins 
for  protective  coatings. 

. do . 

Component  of  sizing  agents,  coatings,  adhesives, 
ana  inks  used  in  food  packaging. 

As  solvent  in  the  manufacture  of  a  polyvinyl 
chloride  film  to  be  used  in  packaging  food. 

In  cellulose  fiber  felt  used  for  cushioning  foods 

Component  of  lining  for  food  containers _ 


July  1, 1962 

July  1, 1903 
Do. 

July  1, 1962 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

July  1, 1963 

July  1, 1962 

Do. 

Jan.  1, 1962 

July  1, 1963 

Do. 

July  1, 1962 

July  1, 1963 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

July  1, 1962 

Do. 

Jan.  1, 1962 

July  1, 1963 

Jan.  1, 1962 

Jan.  1, 1963 

July  1, 1963 

Do. 


Do. 


Do. 

Jan.  1, 1962 
Do. 

Do. 

'July  1,1963 
'Jan.  1,1963 
'July  1,1963 

Do. 


Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Jan.  1, 1962 
'July  1,1963 


1  Progress  report  required  by  January  1,  1962. 


'  Notice  and  public  procedure  are  not 
necessary  prerequisites  to  the  promulga¬ 
tion  of  this  order,  and  I  so  find,  since 
extensions  of  time,  under  certain  condi¬ 
tions,  for  the  effective  date  of  the  Food 
Additives  Amendment  to  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  were  con¬ 
templated  by  Public  Law  87-19  as  a  relief 
of  restrictions  on  the  food-processing 
industry. 

Effective  date.  This  order  shall  be¬ 
come  effective  as  of  the  date  of  signature. 

(Sec.  6(c),  Public  Law  85-929,  as  amended 
sec.  2,  Public  Law  87-19;  72  Stat.  1788,  as 
amended  75  Stat.  42;  21  UJS.C.  note  under 
sec.  342) 

Dated:  June  30,  1961. 

[seal!  Geo.  P.  Larrick, 

Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs. 

|  F.R.  Doc.  61-6465;  FUed,  July  12,  1961; 

8:45  a.m.] 


PART  121— FOOD  ADDITIVES 

Subpart  D — Food  Additives  Permitted 

in  Food  for  Human  Consumption 

Calcium  Disodium  Ethylenedlamine- 
TETRAACETATE 

The  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs, 
having  evaluated  the  data  submitted  in 
a  petition  filed  by  Geigy  Chemical  Cor¬ 
poration,  Saw  Mill  River  Road,  Ardsley, 
New  York,  and  other  relevant  material, 
has  concluded  that  the  following  amend¬ 
ment  to  §  121.1017  should  issue  in  con¬ 
formance  with  section  409  of  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act,  with 
respect  to  the  food  additive  calcium 
disodium  ethylenediaminetetraacetate, 
to  provide  for  the  use  of  the  trihydrate 
form  and  for  the  use  of  combinations  of 
calcium  disodium  ethylenediaminetetra¬ 
acetate  with  disodium  ethylenediamine¬ 
tetraacetate  in  certain  foods.  Therefore, 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  act 
(sec.  409(c)(1),  72  Stat.  1786;  21  U.S.C. 
348(c)(1)),  and  under  the  authority 
delegated  to  the  Commissioner  by  the 
Secretary  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare  (25  F.R.  8625),  §  121.1017  of  the 
food  additive  regulations  (21  CFR 
121.1017;  26  F.R.  25,  2780)  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  121.1017  Calcium  disodium  EDTA 
(calcium  disodium  ethylenediamine- 
tetraacetate;  calcium  disodium  (eth- 
ylenedinitrilo)  tetraacetate). 

The  food  additive  calcium  disodium 
EDTA  may  be  safely  used  in  designated 
foods,  for  the  purposes  and  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  conditions  prescribed,  as 
follows: 

(a)  The  additive  contains  a  minimum 
of  99.0  percent  by  weight  of  either  the 
dihydrate  CioHi208N2CaNa2  •  2H2O  or  the 
trihydrate  CioHi208N2CaNaa-3H20,  or 
any  mixture  of  the  two. 

(b)  It  is  used  or  intended  for  use  as 
follows : 

(1)  Alone,  in  the  following  foods  at 
not  to  exceed  the  levels  prescribed,  cal¬ 
culated  as  the  anhydrous  compound: 
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Food 

Limita¬ 
tion 
"(parts 
per  mil¬ 
lion) 

Use 

Crabmeat  (cooked 
canned). 

Dressings,  nonstand- 
ardized. 

Fermented  malt 
beverages. 

275 

75 

25 

75 

Retard  struvite  for¬ 
mation;  promote 
color  retention. 
Preservative. 

Antigushing  agent. 

Preservative. 

Mayonnaise _ _  _ 

75 

Do. 

75 

Do. 

Potato  salad _ 

100 

Do. 

Salad  dressing _ 

75 

Do. 

Sandwich  spread  .  _ . 

100 

Do. 

Sauces _ 1 _ 

75 

Do. 

Shrimp  (cooked 
canned). 

250 

Retard  struvite  for¬ 
mation;  promote 
color  retention. 

(2)  With  disodium  EDTA  (disodium 
ethylenediaminetetraacetate)  in  the 
following  foods  at  not  to  exceed,  in  com¬ 
bination,  the  levels  prescribed,  calculated 
as  anhydrous  CioHi20sN2CaNa2 : 


Food 

Limita¬ 

tion 

(parts  per 
million) 

Use 

Dressings,  nonstandardized. 

75 

Preservative. 

100 

Do. 

Sauces _ _ .... 

75 

Do. 

(Sec.  409(c)(1),  72  Stat.  1786;  21  U.S.C. 
348(c)(1)) 

Dated:  July  3,  1961. 

Geo.  P.  Larrick, 

Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-6571;  Filed,  July  12,  1961; 
8:49  a.m.l 


the 


(c)  To  assure  safe  use  of  the  additive: 

(1)  The  label  and  labeling  of  the  ad¬ 
ditive  container  shall  bear,  in  addition 
to  the  other  information  required  by  the 
act,  the  name  of  the  additive. 

(2)  The  label  or  labeling  of  the  addi¬ 
tive  container  shall  bear  adequate  use 
directions  to  provide  a  final  food  product 
that  complies  with  the  limitations  pro¬ 
vided  in  paragraph  (b)  of  this  section. 

(d)  In  the  standardized  foods  listed 
in  paragraph  (b)  of  this  section,  the  ad¬ 
ditive  is  used  only  in  compliance  with 
and  during  the  effective  period  of  a 
temporary  permit  issued  under  §  3.12  of 
this  chapter. 

Any  person  who  will  be  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  the  foregoing  order  may  at 
any  time  prior  to  the  thirtieth  day  from 
the  date  of  its  publication  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  file  with  the  Hearing  Clerk, 
Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare,  Room  5440,  330  Independence 
Avenue  SW.,  Washington  25,  D.C.,  writ¬ 
ten  objections  thereto.  Objections  shall 
show  wherein  the  person  filing  will  be 
adversely  affected  by  the  order  and 
specify  with  particularity  the  provisions 
of  the  order  deemed  objectionable  and 
the  grounds  for  the  objections.  If  a 
hearing  is  requested,  the  objections  must 
state  the  issues  for  the  hearing.  A  hear¬ 
ing  will  be  granted  if  the  objections  are 
supported  by  grounds  legally  sufficient  to 
justify  the  relief  sought.  Objections 
may  be  accompanied  by  a  memorandum 
or  brief  in  support  thereof.  All  docu¬ 
ments  shall  be  filed  in  quintuplicate. 

Effective  date.  This  order  shall  be  ef¬ 
fective  on  the  date  of  its  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register. 


PART  121— FOOD  ADDITIVES 

Subpart  D — Food  Additives  Permitted 

in  Food  for  Human  Consumption 

Disodium  Ethylenediaminetetraacetate 

The  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs, 
having  evaluated  the  data  submitted  in 
a  petition  filed  by  Geigy  Chemical  Cor¬ 
poration,  Saw  Mill  River  Road,  Ardsley, 
New  York,  and  other  relevant  material, 
has  concluded  that  the  following  regu¬ 
lation  should  issue  in  conformance  with 
section  409  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug, 
and  Cosmetic  Act,  with  respect  to  the 
food  additive  disodium  ethylenediamine¬ 
tetraacetate  as  a  preservative  in  certain 
foods.  Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  act  (sec.  409(c)(1),  72 
Stat.  1786;  21  U.S.C.  348(c)(1)),  and 
under  the  authority  delegated  to  him 
by  the  Secretary  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare  (25  F.R.  8625),  the  food 
additive  regulations  (21  CFR  121)  are 
amended  by  adding  to  Subpart  D  the 
following  new  section: 

§  121.1056  Disodium  EDTA  (disodium 
ethylenediaminetelraacelate) . 

The  food  additive  disodium  EDTA 
(disodium  ethylenediaminetatraacetate) 
may  be  safely  used  in  designated  foods 
for  the  purposes  and  in  accordance  with 
the  following  prescribed  conditions: 

(a)  The  additive  contains  a  minimum 
of  99  percent  disodium  ethylenediamine¬ 
tetraacetate  dihydrate  (CioHi408N2Na2- 
2H2O). 

(b)  It  is  used  or  intended  for  use  as 
follows: 

(1)  Alone,  in  the  following  foods  at 
not  to  exceed  the  levels  prescribed,  cal¬ 
culated  as  anhydrous  calcium  disodium 
EDTA: 


(c)  To  assure  the  safe  use  of 
additive: 

(1)  The  label  and  labeling  of  the  ad 
ditive  container  shall  bear,  in  addition  to 
the  other  information  required  by  the 
act,  the  name  of  the  additive.  ^ 

(2)  The  label  or  labeling  of  the  addi¬ 
tive  container  shall  bear  adequate  use 
directions  to  provide  a  final  food  product 
that  complies  with  the  limitations  pro¬ 
vided  in  paragraph  (b)  of  this  section.  ' 

Any  person  who  will  be  adversely  af. 
fected  by  the  foregoing  order  may  at  any 
time  prior  to  the  thirtieth  day  from  the 
date  of  its  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register  file  with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  De¬ 
partment  of  Health,  Education,  and  Wel¬ 
fare,  Room  5440,  330  Independence  Ave¬ 
nue  SW.,  Washington  25,  D.C.,  written 
objections  thereto.  Objections  shap 
show  wherein  the  person  filing  will  be 
adversely  affected  by  the  order  and  spec¬ 
ify  with  particularity  the  provisions  of 
the  order  deemed  objectionable  and  the 
grounds  for  the  objections.  If  a  hear¬ 
ing  is  requested,  the  objections  must 
state  the  issues  for  the  hearing.  A  hear¬ 
ing  will  be  granted  if  the  objections  are 
supported  by  grounds  legally  sufficient 
to  justify  the  relief  sought.  Objections 
may  be  accompanied  by  a  memorandum 
or  brief  in  support  thereof.  All  docu¬ 
ments  shall  be  filed  in  quintuplicate. 

Effective  date.  This  order  shall  be  ef¬ 
fective  on  the  date  of  its  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register. 


Food 

Limita¬ 

tion 

(parts  per 
million) 

Use 

Dressing,  nonstandardized.. 

75 

Preservative. 

Sandwich  spread . . 

100 

I)o. 

Sauces . : . 

75 

Do. 

(2)  With  calcium  disodium  EDTA 
(calcium  disodium  ethylenediaminetet¬ 
raacetate:  calcium  disodium  (ethylened- 
initrilo)  tetraacetate),  in  the  following 
foods  at  not  to  exceed,  in  combination, 
the  levels  prescribed,  calculated  as  an¬ 
hydrous  CioHi208N2CaNa2: 


Food 

Limita¬ 

tion 

(parts  per 
million) 

Use 

Dressing,  nonstandardized.. 

75 

Preservative. 

Sandwich  spread . 

100 

Do. 

Sauces . 

75 

Do. 

(Sec.  409(c)(1),  72  Stat.  1786;  21  U.S.C. 
348(c)(1)) 

Dated:  July  3,  1961. 

Geo.  P.  Larrick, 

Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs. 

IF.R.  Doc.  61-6570;  Filed,  July  12,  1961; 
8:49  a.m.] 


Title  17— COMMODITY  AND 
SECURITIES  EXCHANGES 

Chapter  II — Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission 

[Release  33-4381] 

PART  230— GENERAL  RULES  AND 
REGULATIONS,  SECURITIES  ACT  OF 
1933 

Payment  of  Fees  in  Connection  With 
Registration  of  Securities 

The  Securities  and  Exchange  Commis¬ 
sion  has  amended  §  230.458  (Rule  458 
under  the  Securities  Act  of  1933).  This 
section  deals  with  the  payment  of  fees 
in  connection  with  the  registration  of 
securities  under  the  Act. 

Section  230.458  (Rule  458)  prescribes 
the  manner  in  which  the  required  fees 
shall  be  paid.  The  amendment  to  the 
section  provides  that  payments  of  fees 
may  be  rounded  to  the  nearest  dollar  and 
that  the  Commission  will  waive  any  de¬ 
ficiency  in  the  fee  amounting  to  less 
than  $1.00.  However,  in  no  case  may  the 
amount  of  the  registration  fee  be  less 
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than  $25.00.  The  amendment  also  pro¬ 
vides  that  refunds  to  issuers  of  excess 
navments  amounting  to  less  than  $1.00 
vill  be  made  only  upon  the  request  of  the 
Luer  and  that  refunds  of  $1.00  or  more 
may  be  waived  by  the  issuer. 

The  purpose  of  the  amendment  is  to 
reduce  the  time  and  clerical  work  in¬ 
volved  in  collecting  or  refunding  insig¬ 
nificant  amounts.  However,  as  indicated 
above,  the  section  preserves  the  right  of 
an  issuer  to  receive  a  refund  of  any 
amount  due  it,  if  it  so  desires. 

The  text  of  the  amended  section  reads 
as  follows: 

§230.458  Payment  of  fees. 

(a)  All  payments  of  fees  shall  be  made 
in  cash  or  by  United  States  postal  money 
order,  certified  check,  bank  cashier’s 
check  or  bank  money  order  payable  to 
the  Securities  and  Exchange  Commis¬ 
sion,  omitting  the  name  or  title  of  any 
official  of  the  Commission. 

(b)  Payments  may  be  rounded  to  the 
nearest  dollar.  Amounts  less  than  $1.00 
due  the  Commission  will  be  waived  ex¬ 
cept  that  in  no  case  may  the  amount 
waived  reduce  the  amount  due  to  less 
than  $25.00. 

(c)  Refunds  of  less  than  $1.00  due  is¬ 
suers  will  be  made  only  upon  request  of 
the  issuer.  Refunds  of  $1.00  or  more 
due  issuers  may  be  waived  by  the  issuer. 

(Sec.  6,  48  Stat.  78,  15  Ofi.C.  77f;  sec. 
19(a),  48  Stat'.  85,  as  amended,  15  U.S.C.  77s) 

Inasmuch  as  the  foregoing  action  does 
not  adversely  affect  the  rights  of  any 
person  to  any  substantial  extent,  the 
Commission  finds  that  notice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  pursuant  to  the  Administrative 
Procedure  Act  is  not  necessary  in  the 
public  interest  and  that  such  action  may 
be  made  effective  immediately  upon  pub¬ 


lication.  Accordingly  the  foregoing  ac¬ 
tion  shall  become  effective  upon  publi¬ 
cation  July  3, 1961. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  ORVAL  L.  DUBOIS, 

Secretary. 

July  3,  1961. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-6557;  Filed,  July  12,  1961; 
8:48  a.m.] 


Title  33— NAVIGATION  AND 
NAVIGABLE  WATERS 

Chapter  II — Corps  of  Engineers, 
Department  of  the  Army 

PART  203— BRIDGE  REGULATIONS 

Coney  Island  Creek,  New  York 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section  5 
of  the  River  and  Harbor  Act  of  August 
18,  1894  (28  Stat.  362;  33  U.S.C.  499), 
§  203.190  is  hereby  amended  redesignat¬ 
ing  paragraph  (f )  (3-b)  as  (f)  (3— c)  and 
prescribing  a  new  paragraph  (f)  (3-b)  to 
permit  the  New  York  City  Transit  Au¬ 
thority  bridge  across  Coney  Island  Creek, 
New  York,  to  remain  in  a  closed  position, 
effective  30  days  after  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register,  as  follows: 

§  203.190  Navigable  waters  in  the  State 
of  New  York  and  their  tributaries; 
bridges  where  constant  attendance  of 
draw  tenders  is  not  required. 

*  *  *  -  *  • 

(f)  The  bridges  to  which  this  section 
applies,  and  the  regulations  applicable  in 
each  case,  are  as  follows: 

***** 
(3-b)  Coney  Island  Creek;  New  York 
City  Transit  Authority  bridge  near  Still¬ 


well  Avenue.  The  draw  need  not  be 
opened  for  the  passage  of  vessels,  and  the 
special  regulations  contained  in  para¬ 
graphs  (b)  to  (e),  inclusive,  of  this  sec¬ 
tion  shall  not  apply  to  this  bridge. 

(3-c)  Jamaica  Bay,  North  Channel; 
New  York  City  Transit  Authority  bridge 
at  Hamilton  Beach,  Borough  of  Queens, 
New  York.  [Redesignated] 

[Regs.,  June  9,  1961,  285/91  (Coney  Island 
Creek,  N.Y.) — ENGCE-ON]  (  Sec.  5,  28  Stat. 
362;  33  U.S.C.  499) 

R.  V.  Lee, 

Major  General.  U.S.  Army, 

The  Adjutant  General. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-6585;  Filed,  July  12,  1961; 
,  8:51  a.m.] 


PART  207— NAVIGATION 
REGULATIONS 

Chesapeake  Bay,  Maryland 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section 
7  of  the  River  and  Harbor  Act  of  August 
8,  1917  (40  Stat.  266;  33  U.S.C.  1), 
§  207.109  establishing  and  governing  the 
use  and  navigation  of  a  seaplane  re¬ 
stricted  area  in  Chesapeake  Bay,  oppo¬ 
site  the  mouth  of  Middle  River,  Mary¬ 
land,  is  hereby  revoked,  effective  on  1 
July  1961,  as  follows: 

§  207.109  Chesapeake  Bay  opposite  the 
mouth  of  Middle  River,  Maryland, 
seaplane  restricted  area.  [Revoked] 
[Regs.,  June  16,  1961,  285/91  (Chesapeake 
Bay,  Md. )  — ENGCW-ON ]  (Sec.  7,  40  Stat. 
266;  33  U.S.C.  1) 

R.  V.  Lee, 

Major  General,  U.S.  Army, 

The  Adjutant  General. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-6536;  Filed,  July  12,  1961; 
8:45  a.m.] 
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Proposed  Rule  Making 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
[  7  CFR  Part  953  1 

[Docket  No.  AO  144-A9] 

LEMONS  GROWN  IN  ARIZONA  AND 

DESIGNATED  PART  OF  CALIFOR¬ 
NIA 

Determinations  Relative  to  Proposed 
Amendment  of  Order,  as  Amended 

Pursuant  to  the  Agricultural  Market¬ 
ing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended 
(secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7 
U.S.C.  601-674) ,  and  the  applicable  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure,  as  amended, 
governing  proceedings  to  formulate  mar¬ 
keting  agreements  and  marketing  orders 
(7  CFR  Part  900),  a  public  hearing  was 
held  at  Los  Angeles,  California,  on  Octo¬ 
ber  27,  1960,  after  notice  thereof  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (25  F.R. 
9684)  on  proposed  amendments  to  the 
marketing  agreement  and  Order  No.  53, 
as  amended  (7  CFR  Part  953),  regulat¬ 
ing  the  handling  of  lemons  grown  in 
Arizona  and  designated  part  of  Califor¬ 
nia.  The  recommended  decision  of  the 
Deputy  Administrator,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service,  and  the  decision  of 
the  Assistant  Secretary  setting  forth  the 
proposed  amendments  to  the  amended 
marketing  agreement  and  order  were 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
March  23, 1961  (26  F.R.  2481) ,  and  April 
26,  1961  (26  F.R.  3568),  respectively. 

The  period  November  1,  1959,  to  Octo¬ 
ber  31,  1960,  both  dates  inclusive,  was 
determined  as  the  representative  period 
for  ascertaining  whether  the  issuance  of 
the  order  amending  Order  No.  53,  as 
amended  (which  amendment  order  was 
annexed  to  the  decision  of  the  Assist¬ 
ant  Secretary),  regulating  the  handling 
of  lemons  grown  in  Arizona  and  desig¬ 
nated  part  of  California,  is  approved  or 
favored  by  producers  who,  during  such 
period,  have  been  engaged  in  the  pro¬ 
duction  for  market  of  lemons  within 
such  area. 

It  is  hereby  determined  that  the 
issuance  of  the  proposed  order  amending 
Order  No.  53,  as  amended,  regulating 
the  handling  of  lemons  grown  in  Ari¬ 
zona  and  designated  part  of  California 
is  not  favored  or  approved  (a)  by  at 
least  three-fourths  of  the  producers  of 
lemons  who  during  the  determined  rep¬ 
resentative  period  (November  1,  1959, 
through  October  31,  1960)  have  been 
engaged,  within  Arizona  and  designated 
part  of  California,  in  the  production  for 
market  of  lemons  grown  in  such  pro¬ 
duction  area,  or  (b)  by  producers  of 
lemons  who,  during  the  aforesaid  rep¬ 
resentative  period  have  produced  for 
market  at  least  two -thirds  of  the  volume 
of  lemons  produced  for  market  within 
the  said  production  area. 

It  is  hereby  further  determined  that 
the  proposed  amendment  as  set  forth  in 
the  Assistant  Secretary’s  decision  of 

6274 


April  21,  1961  (26  F.R.  3568)  will  not  be 
made  effective. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  10th 
day  of  July  1961. 

James  T.  Ralph, 
Assistant  Secretary. 

| F.R.  Doc.  61-6582;  Filed,  July  12,  1961; 
8:50  a.m.] 


[  7  CFR  Part  1068  1 

GRAPEFRUIT 

Importation 

Pursuant  to  authority  contained  in  the 
Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act 
of  1937,  as  amended  (48  Stat.  31,  as 
amended;  7  U.S.C.  601-674),  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  the  Department  is 
giving  consideration  to  the  grade,  size, 
quality  and  maturity  requirements  that, 
beginning  12:01  a.m.,  e.s.t.,  August  7, 
1961,  will  govern  the  importation  of 
grapefruit  into  the  United  States,  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  applicable  General  Regula¬ 
tions  (7  CFR  Part  1060). 

There  are  at  present  two  marketing 
orders  effective  pursuant  to  the  said  act 
that  regulates  the  handling  of  grapefruit 
grown  in  the  United  States.  Order  No. 
33,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part  933),  is 
applicable  to  Florida-grown  grapefruit 
and  Order  No.  55,  as  amended  (7  CFR 
Part  955),  governs  grapefruit  grown  in 
the  State  of  Arizona  and  in  designated 
counties  in  California.  Current  regula¬ 
tions  governing  the  handling  of  such 
grapefruit  appear  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  (26  F.R.  4633;  26  F.R.  3454). 

The  proposal  under  consideration  is 
to  make  applicable  to  all  imports  of 
grapefruit  the  same  requirements  as  to 
grade,  size,  quality  and  maturity  as  those 
imposed  under  Order  No.  33,  as  amended, 
on  handlers  of  Florida  grapefruit.  Such 
requirements  are  as  follows: 

*  *  *  no  handler  shall  ship: 

(i)  Any  grapefruit,  grown  in  the  pro¬ 
duction  area,  which  do  not  grade  at 
least  U.S.  No.  1 ; 

(ii)  Any  seeded  grapefruit,  grown  in 
the  production  area,  which  are  smaller 
than  4?ic  inches  in  diameter,  except  that 
a  tolerance  of  10  percent,  by  count,  of 
seeded  grapefruit  smaller  than  such  min¬ 
imum  size  shall  be  permitted,  which  tol¬ 
erance  shall  be  applied  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  for  the  application 
of  tolerances,  specified  in  said  United 
States  Standards  for  Florida  Grapefruit; 
or 

(iii)  Any  seedless  grapefruit,  grown  in 
the  production  area,  which  are  smaller 
than  3ir)io  inches  in  diameter,  except 
that  a  tolerance  of  10  percent,  by  count, 
of  seedless  grapefruit  smaller  than  such 
minimum  size  shall  be  permitted,  which 
tolerance  shall  be  applied  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  for  the  application  of 
tolerances,  specified  in  said  United 
States  Standards  for  Florida  Grapefruit. 

When  used  herein,  the  terms  “U.S.  No. 
1”  and  “diameter”  shall  have  the  same 


ti 

t: 

meaning  as  when  used  in  the  United  s 

States  Standards  for  Florida  Grapefruit  1 

(7  CFR  51.750-51.783;  26  F.R.  163).  2!  t 

other  terms  shall  have  the  same  meaning 
as  when  used  in  the  general  regulations  c 

All  persons  who  desire  to  submit  writ-  i 

ten  data,  views,  or  arguments  for  consid-  1 

eration  in  connection  with  the  foregoing  I 

proposals  should  do  so  by  forwarding  the  * 

same  to  the  Director,  Fruit  and  Vege-  1 

table  Division,  Agricultural  Marketing 
Service,  United  States  Department  of  1 

Agriculture,  Room  2077,  South  Building  ' 

Washington  25,  D.C.,  not  later  than  the  1 

tenth  day  after  the  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Dated:  July  7, 1961. 

Floyd  F.  Hedlund, 

Director,  Fruit  and  Vegetable 
Division,  Agricultural  Market¬ 
ing  Service. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-6583;  Filed,  July  12,  1961; 

8:50  a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Wage  and  Hour  Division 
[  29  CFR  Part  522  ] 

EMPLOYMENT  OF  LEARNERS  IN  RE¬ 
TAIL  INDUSTRY  AND  OF  FULL-TIME 
STUDENTS  IN  RETAIL  AND  SERVICE 
INDUSTRIES 

Opportunity  for  Public  Participation 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  July  26, 
1961,  at  10:00  a.m.,  e.d.t.,  in  Room  6355, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission  Build¬ 
ing,  12th  Street  and  Constitution  Avenue 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  before  hearing 
examiner  Clifford  P.  Grant  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  will  be  provided  for  interested 
persons  to  make  an  oral  presentation  of 
data,  views  and  argument  on  the  follow¬ 
ing  subjects  and  issues:  (1)  The  extent, 
if  any,  to  which  it  is  necessary  in  order 
to  prevent  curtailment  of  opportunities 
for  employment  in  the  retail  industry  to 
provide  by  regulations,  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  14  of  the  Fair  Labor  Standards  Act 
of  1938  (52  Stat.  1068,  as  amended;  29 
U.S.C.  214),  for  the  employment  of 
learners  under  special  certificates  issued 
pursuant  to  such  regulations  at  mini¬ 
mum  wages  lower  than  the  minimum 
wage  applicable  under  section  6  of  the 
Fair  Labor  Standards  Act  of  1938  (52 
Stat.  1062,  29  U.S.C.  206),  as  amended 
by  the  Fair  Labor  Standards  Amend¬ 
ments  of  1961  (Pub.  Law  87-30)  under 
prescriptions  as  to  occupation  or  occupa¬ 
tions,  time,  number,  proportion,  and 
length  of  service;  and  (2)  the  extent,  if 
any,  to  which  it  is  necessary  in  order  to 
prevent  curtailment  of  opportunities  for 
employment  in  the  retail  and  service 
industries  to  provide  by  regulations,  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  14  of  the  Fair  Labor 
Standards  Act  of  1938  (52  Stat.  1068,  as 
amended;  29  U.S.C.  214),  as  amended 
by  section  11  of  the  Fair  Labor  Standards 
Amendments  of  1961  (Public  Law  87-30), 
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the  employment  of  full-time  students 
nutside  their  school  hours  in  any  retail 
nr  service  establishment  under  prescrip¬ 
tions  as  to  occupation  or  occupations, 
t  me  number,  proportion,  and  length  of 
‘ice  and  where  such  employment  is 
Tot  of  the  type  ordinarily  given  to  a  full¬ 
time  employee. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  written 
data  views,  or  argument  on  these  sub- 
: gets'  and  issues  in  quadruplicate  (origi¬ 
nal  and  three  copies)  with  the  Adminis¬ 
trator,  Wage  and  Hour  and  Public  Con¬ 
tracts' Divisions,  Washington  25,  D.C., 
not  later  than  July  24,  1961. 

The  oral  proceedings  shall  be  steno- 
graphically  reported.  Transcripts  will 
be  made  available  to  interested  persons 
on  such  terms  as  the  hearing  examiner 
shall  prescribe.  The  hearing  examiner 
shall  regulate  the  proceeding,  dispose  of 
procedural  requests,  objections,  and  re¬ 
lated  matters,  and  confine  the  proceed¬ 
ings  to  matters  pertinent  to  the  sub¬ 
jects  and  issues  involved.  He  shall  have 
discretion  to  keep  the  record  open  for  a 
period  of  time  not  exceeding  seven  days 
after  the  close  of  the  hearing  to  permit 
any  party  who  participated  in  the  oral 
presentation  to  submit  additional  data, 
views,  and  arguments  responsive  to  the 
oral  presentations  made  by  other 
parties. 

After  the  record  has  been  closed,  the 
hearing  examiner  shall  certify  it  to  the 
Administrator  of  the  Wage  and  Hour 
and  Public  Contracts  Divisions,  who  shall 
make  any  appropriate  changes  in  Part 
522  of  Title  29,  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions,  after  considering  all  relevant  mat¬ 
ter  presented  and  any  other  pertinent 
information  which  may  be  available  to 
him. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  11th 
day  of  July  1961. 

Clarence  T.  Lundquist, 
Administrator. 

[PH.  Doc.  61-6651;  Filed,  July  12,'  1961; 

11:00  a.m.] 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[  47  CFR  Part  3  1 

[Docket  No.  13375;  FCC  61-869] 

TABLE  OF  ASSIGNMENTS,  TELEVISION 
BROADCAST  STATIONS 

Providence,  R.I.,  and  New  Bedford, 
Mass. 

1.  This  proceeding  was  opened  on 
January  27,  1960,  to  invite  comments  on 


a  Commission  proposal  to  reassign  Chan¬ 
nel  6  from  New  Bedford,  Massachusetts 
to  Providence,  Rhode  Island. 

2.  The  proposal  embraced  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  possible  location  of  the  trans¬ 
mitter  of  a  station  on  this  channel  at 
substandard  spacings  to  co-channel  Sta¬ 
tions  WRGB  and  WGY-TV  at  Sche¬ 
nectady,  New  York  and  Portland,  Maine, 
respectively,  and  to  Station  WHTA  serv¬ 
ing  Boston  on  adjacent  Channel  5. 

3.  Since  it  was  proposed  that  radiation 
in  the  direction  of  existing  co-channel 
stations  be  suppressed  in  accordance 
with  standards  under  consideration  for 
adoption  in  a  separate  proceeding 
(Docket  13340) ,  the  dates  for  filing  com¬ 
ments  herein  were  postponed  several 
times  to  avoid  the  necessity  for  filing 
comments  in  this  proceeding  before  they 
were  required  to  be  filed  in  Docket  No. 
13340. 

4.  During  the  year  and  a  half  which 
thus  elapsed  since  the  instant  proceeding 
was  initiated,  a  separate  hearing  on 
mutually  exclusive  applications  for 
Channel  6  at  New  Bedford  has  pro¬ 
gressed  to  a  point  where  (through  a 
withdrawal  and  merger)  there  remains 
only  one  consolidated  applicant,  to  whom 
the  Hearing  Examiner  proposed  a  grant 
in  his  initial  decision  released  April  21, 
1961,  in  Docket  No.  12433.  That  decision 
is  now  pending  for  review  by  the  Com¬ 
mission. 

5.  In  a  pleading  filed  in  this  docket  on 
September  30,  1960,  by  E.  Anthony  and 
Sons,  Inc.,  the  sole  remaining  applicant 
in  the  New  Bedford  adjudicatory  pro¬ 
ceeding,  it  was  requested  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  terminate  this  rule  making  pro¬ 
ceeding,  thus  permitting  earlier  service 
to  the  Providence-New  Bedford  area 
than  would  be  otherwise  possible.  Pe¬ 
titioner  pointed  out  that  from  its  pro¬ 
posed  transmitter  site  television  service 
could  be  provided  not  only  to  the  New 
Bedford  and  Southern  Massachusetts 
area,  but  to  Rhode  Island  and  the  Provi¬ 
dence  metropolitan  area  as  well.  Peti¬ 
tioner  stated  also  that  should  the  Com¬ 
mission  decide  in  Docket  13340  to  permit 
substandard  spacings  in  appropriate 
cases,  the  transmitter  of  a  Channel  6 
station  assigned  to  New  Bedford  could 
be  moved  nearer  to  Providence  without 
interruption  of  service,  which  could  be 
initially  commenced  from  the  site  pro¬ 
posed  in  Anthony’s  application. 

6.  We  are  persuaded  of  the  merits  of 
the  approach  proposed  by  Anthony 
through  which  it  would  be  possible  to 
provide  earlier  service  than  would  other¬ 
wise  be  available  on  Channel  6  and  also 
because  it  would  constitute  an  effective 


step  toward  achievement  of  the  essen¬ 
tial  purposes  of  the  instant  proceeding — 
i.e.,  to  make  a  third  television  service 
available  to  the  Providence  area. 

7.  There  is  also  before  us  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  the  counterproposal  of  Spring- 
field  Television  Broadcasting  Corpora¬ 
tion  to  provide  a  third  service  to  the 
Providence  area  on  Channel  3  by  deleting 
it  from  Hartford,  Connecticut,  and  sub¬ 
stituting  a  UHF  channel  in  its  place. 
Our  review  of  this  proposal  discloses  that 
it  offers  no  more  prospect  for  early  pro¬ 
vision  of  a  third  service  to  the  Providence 
area  than  would  the  reassignment  to 
Providence  of  Channel  6  from  New  Bed¬ 
ford.  The  Travelers  Broadcasting  Serv¬ 
ice  Corporation,  licensee  of  WTIC-TV  on 
Channel  3  at  Hartford,  has  stated  ob¬ 
jections  to  the  proposal  that  it  be  shifted 
to  a  UHF  channel,  and  it  is  evident  that 
such  action  could  not  be  consummated 
without  an  adjudicatory  proceeding. 
Additionally,  it  may  be  anticipated  that 
adjudicatory  proceedings  would  be  re¬ 
quired  on  issues  relating  to  interference 
which  would  be  caused  to  the  stations 
operating  on  Channels  2  and  4  at  Boston. 
It  thus  appears  that  Springfield’s  coun¬ 
terproposal  would  not  provide  a  means  of 
establishing  an  early  third  service  in  the 
Providence  area. 

8.  Springfield’s  counterproposal  was 
additionally  aimed  at  a  separate  objec¬ 
tive — the  deintermixture  of  Hartford,  to 
which  only  one  VHF  channel  is  assigned. 
We  do  not  consider  it  appropriate,  in  this 
proceeding,  to  endeavor  to  settle  the 
complex  issues  concerning  whether  the 
public  interest  would  be  served  by  re¬ 
moving  Channel  3  from  Hartford.  It 
does  appear  desirable,  however,  to  give 
further  consideration  to  the  pending  pro¬ 
posals  for  the  deintermixture  of  Hartford 
in  separate  proceedings.  It  may  be  pos¬ 
sible  shortly  to  open  a  separate  rule  mak¬ 
ing  docket  on  the  proposal  to  deintermix 
Hartford.  The  comments  and  reply  com¬ 
ments  in  the  instant  proceeding  directed 
to  the  question  of  the  deintermixture  of 
Hartford  will  remain  available  for  fur¬ 
ther  consideration. 

9.  For  the  reasons  stated  herein,  and 
upon  careful  consideration  of  the  record: 
It  is  ordered.  That  this  proceeding  is 
terminated. 

Adopted:  July  6, 1961. 

Released:  July  10, 1961. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-6580;  Filed,  July  12,  1961; 

8:50  ajn.] 


Notices 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

[AA  643 .3-M] 

EDIBLE  OLIVE  OIL  FROM  ITALY 

Determination  of  No  Sales  at  Less 
Than  Fair  Value 

July  7,  1961. 

A  complaint  was  received  that  edible 
olive  oil  from  Italy,  in  containers  weigh¬ 
ing  with  immediate  contents  under  40 
pounds  each,  was  being  sold  in  the 
United  States  at  less  than  fair  value 
within  the  meaning  of  the  Antidumping 
Act  of  1921. 

I  hereby  determine  that  edible  olive  oil 
from  Italy,  in  containers  weighing  with 
immediate  contents  under  40  pounds 
each,  is  not  being,  nor  likely  to  be,  sold  at 
less  than  fair  value  within  the  meaning 
of  section  201(a)  of  the  Antidumping 
Act,  1921,  as  amended  (19  U.S.C.  160(a) ). 

Statement  of  reasons.  In  determining 
whether  there  had  been  sales  at  less 
than  fair  value,  two  comparisons  were 
made.  In  the  case  of  comparable  oils 
sold  for  home  consumption,  purchase 
price  was  compared  with  home  market 
price.  In  calculating  purchase  price, 
deductions  were  made  for  inland  freight 
and  f.o.b.  charges;  uncollected  and  re¬ 
mitted  taxes  were  added.  In  calculating 
home  market  price,  a  deduction  was 
made  for  credit  terms  and  a  quantity 
allowance  was  made.  In  the  case  of 
comparable  oils  not  sold  for  home  con¬ 
sumption,  purchase  price  was  compared 
with  third  country  price.  Deductions 
were  made  from  both  prices  for  inland 
freight  and  f.o.b.  charges,  and  for  ocean 
freight,  when  included  in  third  coun¬ 
try  prices. 

The  comparisons  disclosed  that  pur¬ 
chase  price  was  not  less  than  home 
market  price  or  third  country  price,  as 
appropriate. 

This  determination  and  the  state¬ 
ment  of  reasons  therefor  are  published 
pursuant  to  section  201(c)  of  the  Anti¬ 
dumping  Act,  1921,  as  amended  (19 
U.S.C.  160(c)). 

[seal]  A.  Gilmore  Flues, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-6568;  Filed,  July  12.  1961; 

8:49  a.m.j 


[AA  643.3-T] 

OLIVE  OIL  FROM  SPAIN 

Determination  of  No  Sales  at  Less 
Than  Fair  Value 

July  7, 1961. 

A  complaint  was  received  that  edible 
olive  oil  from  Spain,  in  containers  weigh¬ 
ing  with  their  contents  under  40  pounds 
each,  was  being  sold  in  the  United  States 
at  less  than  fair  value  within  the  mean¬ 
ing  of  the  Antidumping  Act  of  1921. 


I  hereby  determine  that  edible  olive 
oil  from  Spain,  in  containers  weighing 
with  their  contents  under  40  pounds 
each,  is  not  being,  nor  likely  to  be,  sold 
at  less  than  fair  value  within  the  mean¬ 
ing  of  section  201(a)  of  the  Antidump¬ 
ing  Act,  1921,  as  amended  (19  U.S.C. 
160(a)). 

Statement  of  reasons.  It  was  deter¬ 
mined  that  a  comparison  between  pur¬ 
chase  price  and  adjusted  home  market 
price  was  appropriate  for  fair  value  pur¬ 
poses. 

The  purchase  price  was  computed  on 
the  basis  of  the  ex-factory  or  ex-place 
of  shipment  price  of  oil  in  cans,  packed 
in  cartons  or  cases,  less  selling  commis¬ 
sion,  and  plus  any  applicable  home  mar¬ 
ket  tax.  The  adjusted  home  market 
price  was  computed  on  the  basis  of  the 
ex-factory  or  ex -place  of  shipment  price 
of  oil  in  cans  (applicable  local  tax  in¬ 
cluded),  less  the  home  market  packing 
costs,  plus  adjustment  for  the  difference 
in  export  sizes,  and  plus  the  export  pack¬ 
ing  costs. 

The  comparison  disclosed  that  the  pur¬ 
chase  price  was  not  less  than  the  ad¬ 
justed  home  market  price. 

This  determination  and  the  statement 
of  reasons  therefor  are  published  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  201(c)  of  the  Antidump¬ 
ing  Act,  1921,  as  amended  (19  U.S.C. 
160(c)). 

[seal]  A.  Gilmore  Flues, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-6569;  Filed,  July  12,  1961; 

8:49  ajn.J 


[AA  643.3-0] 

RADIO  TUBES  FROM  JAPAN 

Determination  of  No  Sales  at  Less 
Than  Fair  Value 

July  7, 1961. 

A  complaint  was  received  that  radio 
tubes  from  Japan  were  being  sold  in  the 
United  States  at  less  than  fair  value 
within  the  meaning  of  the  Antidumping 
Act  of  1921. 

I  hereby  determine  that  radio  tubes 
from  Japan  are  not  being,  nor  likely  to 
'  be,  sold  at  less  than  fair  value  within  the 
meaning  of  section  201(a)  of  the  Anti¬ 
dumping  Act,  1921,  as  amended  (19 
U.S.C.  160(a)). 

Statement  of  reasons.  It  was  deter¬ 
mined  that  the  fair  value  comparison 
should  be  between  purchase  price  and 
home  market  price. 

Purchase  price  was  ascertained  by 
deducting  from  the  selling  prices  to  the 
United  States  all  selling  commissions  and 
included  inland  charges  (reducing  the 
f.o.b.  prices  to  ex -factory  equivalents). 
Home  market  prices  were  similarly  re¬ 
duced  to  ex-factory  equivalents,  and  in 
addition,  adjustment  was  made  for  war¬ 
ranties,  different  credit  terms,  and  sell¬ 
ing  expenses  (up  to  the  amount  of  sell¬ 


ing  commissions  deducted  from  the 
United  States  selling  prices) . 

The  comparison  revealed  no  instance 
in  which  purchase  price  was  less  than  ad¬ 
justed  home  market  price. 

This  determination  and  the  statement 
of  reasons  therefor,  are  published  pur- 
suant  to  section  201(c)  of  the  Antidump¬ 
ing  Act,  1921,  as  amended  (19  USc 
160(c)). 

[seal]  A.  Gilmore  Flues, 

Assistarit  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-6566;  Filed,  July  12,  lggi- 
8:49  a.m.] 


[AA  643.3-W] 

RAYON  STAPLE  FIBER  FROM  AUSTRIA 

Determination  of  No  Sales  at  Less 
Than  Fair  Value 

July  7, 1961. 

A  complaint  was  received  that  rayon 
staple  fiber  from  Austria  was  being  sold 
in  the  United  States  at  less  than  fair 
value  within  the  meaning  of  the  Anti¬ 
dumping  Act  of  1921. 

I  hereby  determine  that  rayon  staple 
fiber  from  Austria  is  not  being,  nor  likely 
to  be,  sold  at  less  than  fair  value  within 
the  meaning  of  section  201(a)  of  the 
Antidumping  Act,  1921,  as  amended 
(19  U.S.C.  160(a)). 

Statement  of  reasons.  It  was  deter¬ 
mined  on  the  basis  of  the  information 
presented  that  the  appropriate  fair  value 
comparison  is  between  purchase  price 
and  adjusted  weighted-average  home 
market  price. 

The  price  to  the  United  States  pur¬ 
chaser  was  an  exfactory  price.  A  small 
allowance  was  made  to  the  purchaser 
for  assuming  the  cost  of  insurance  from 
the  factory  to  the  port  of  shipment. 
This  was  deducted,  and  a  tax  refund 
on  exportation  was  added  as  required  by 
statute  in  arriving  at  the  purchase  price 
of  the  imported  fiber. 

In  arriving  at  the  weighted-average 
home  market  price,  deductions  were 
made  for  a  cash  discount  available  to 
all  purchasers,  a  discount  granted  to 
all  exporting  processors,  inland  freight, 
and  technical  assistance  to  home  mar¬ 
ket  customers.  A  turnover  tax  of  5.25 
percent,  paid  with  respect  to  fiber  sold 
to  processors  other  than  those  buying 
fiber  under  bond  to  export  the  products 
thereof,  was  deducted  as  to  such  sales. 
An  addition  was  made  for  packing  costs 
which  were  higher  for  the  product  ex¬ 
ported  to  the  United  States  and  for  the 
cost  of  the  bond  to  exporting  processors 
under  bond.  After  deducting  less  than 
2  percent  which  is  due  to  the  difference 
in  the  quantities  sold  to  the  United 
States  as  compared  with  the  quantities 
sold  for  home  consumption,  purchase 
price  was  found  to  be  not  lower  than 
adjusted  home  market  price. 

This  determination  and  the  statement 
of  reasons  therefor  are  published  pur- 
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Thursday*  July  13,  1961 

cant  to  section  201(c)  of  the  Antidump¬ 
ing  Act,  1921,  as  amended  (19  U.S.C. 

160(0). 

[seal]  A.  Gilmore  Flues, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

Doc.  61-6567;  Filed,  July  12,  1961; 
'  8:49  a.m.] 


department  of  the  interior 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

[Serial  No.  Idaho  012618] 

IDAHO 

Order  Providing  for  Opening  of 
Public  Lands 

July  7,  1961. 

In  exchange  of  lands  made  under  the 
provisions  of  section  8  of  the  Act  of  June 
28  1934  (48  Stat.  1269) ;  as  amended 
jtiie  26,  1936  (49  Stat.  1976;  43  U.S.C. 
315g)  the  following  described  lands  have 
been  reconveyed  to  the  United  States : 
Boise  Meridian,  Idaho 
parcel  1 

T.7N.,  R.  20  E., 

sec.  3;  wy2swy4; 

Sec.  4;  SE]4SE}4. 

T.  8  N„  R.  21  E., 

Sec.  2;  SWy4NWy4. 

The  lands  are  located  in  Custer  County 
from  4  to  10  miles  southwest  of  Chilly,  Idaho. 

PARCEL  2 

T.7N..R.25E., 

sec.  22;  wy2NEy4,  nw'/4.  Ny2swy4,  NWy4 
SEy4. 

The  lands  are  located  in  Custer  County  ap- . 
proximately  8  miles  east  of  Mackay,  Idaho. 

parcel  3 

T.  UN.,  R.  26  E., 

Sec.  28;  SWy4SEy4. 

T.  10  N.,  R.  27  E., 

Sec  6;  Lots  6,  7,  S>/2NE»4,  Ey2SW*4,  Wy2 
SEi/4. 

The  lands  are  located  in  Butte  and  Custer 
Counties  and  from  32  to  35  miles  northwest 
of  Howe,  Idaho. 

PARCEL  4 

T.  13  S.,  R.  16  E„ 

Sec.  7;  SE%SWV4. 

T.  16  S.,  R.  16  E„ 

Sec.  1;  Ni/2. 

The  lands  are  located  in  Twin  Falls  County 
about  6  miles  southwest  of  Hollister  and  11 
miles  southwest  of  Rogerson,  Idaho. 

PARCEL  5 

T.5S..R.  18  E„ 

Sec.34;  Ey2SW»4. 

T.6S.,  R.  19  E., 

Sec.  6;  Lot  13. 

The  lands  are  located  in  Lincoln  County 
from  5  to  9  miles  easterly  of  Shoshone,  Idaho. 

PARCEL  6 

T.  12  S.,  R.  29  E., 

Sec.  19;  NE^SWVi; 

Sec.  30;  SW^NE>4. 

The  lands  are  located  in  Cassia  County 
from  15  or  16  miles  northeast  of  Malta, 
Idaho. 

PARCEL  7 

T.7S.,  R.  36  E., 

Sec.  30;  Lot  2. 

The  lands  are  located  in  Bannock  County 
approximately  one  and  one-half  miles  south¬ 
west  of  Inkom,  Idaho. 

No.  133 - 


The  areas  described  aggregate  1,479.78 
acres. 

The  lands  involved  are  scattered 
throughout  southeastern  Idaho  and  are 
generally  suitable  for  the  grazing  of  live¬ 
stock.  The  topography  varies  from 
gently  rolling  to  rough  and  mountainous. 
The  soils  vary  also  from  sandy  loam  to 
gravelly  and  rocky.  The  vegetative  cover 
is  typical  of  grazing  land  in  the  area. 
The  lands  vary  in  elevation  from  about 
4,300  to  6,100  feet  above  sea  level.  Some 
of  the  land  may  have  agricultural  poten¬ 
tial  provided  an  adequate  source  of 
water  was  available  for  irrigation. 

The  public  lands  affected  by  this  order 
are  hereby  restored  to  the  operation  of 
the  public  land  laws,  subject  to  any 
valid  existing  rights,  the  provisions  of 
existing  withdrawals,  and  the  require¬ 
ments  of  applicable  law,  rules  and  regu¬ 
lations. 

Applications  and  offers  for  all  of  the 
lands  in  Parcel  1  and  Parcels  3  through 
7  received  under  the  mineral  leasing  laws 
prior  to  10:00  a.m.  on  August  12,  1961, 
will  be  considered  as  simultaneously  filed 
as  of  that  date  and  hour;  and  all  the 
lands  in  these  same  parcels  will  be  open 
to  mining  location  at  that  date  and  hour. 

The  lands  in  Parcel  2  have  always  been 
open  to  mineral  leasing  and  mining 
location. 

Inquiries  and  applications  concerning 
the  above  lands  shall  be  addressed  to 
the  Manager,  Land  Office,  Bureau  of 
Land  Management,  P.O.  Box  2237,  Boise, 
Idaho. 

Joe  T.  Fallini, 
State  Director. 

|F.R.  Doc.  61-6586;  Filed.  July  12,  1961; 

•  8:51  a.m.] 

[State  Order  41 1 

MONTANA 

Various  Officials;  Delegation  of  Au¬ 
thority  To  Enter  Into  Contracts  and 

Leases 

July  5,  1961. 

Pursuant  to  authority  contained  in 
section  1(a)  of  Order  No.  679  of  the  Di¬ 
rector  of  the  Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment,  the  following  classes  of  employees 
are  authorized  to  enter  into  contracts  for 
construction,  supplies,  or  services  (in¬ 
cluding  rental  of  equipment)  as  provid¬ 
ed  above  when  the  amount  in  any  con¬ 
tract  does  not  exceed  amounts  indicated 
below : 


District  Managers,  Montana: 

Construction _ $2,  000 

Equipment  Rental _  2, 000 

Supplies  and  Materials _  2,  500 

District  Administrative  Assistants 
and/or  Principal  District  Clerks, 
Montana : 

Supplies  and  Materials _  500 


Pursuant  to  authority  stated  above  the 
following  are  authorized  to  enter  into 
contracts  for  construction,  supplies,  or 
services  (including  rental  of  equipment) 
irrespective  of  amount;  Make  open  mar¬ 
ket  purchases  up  to  $2,500  and  enter  into 
leases  for  leases  of  space  in  real  estate 
as  provided  in  sections  50  and  52  of 
amended  Order  No.  2509  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior. 


State  Administrative  Assistant,  Montana. 

Robert  A.  Jones, 
Acting  State  Director. 

IF.R.  Doc.  61-6552;  Filed,  July  12,  1961; 
8:47  a.m.] 


UTAH 

Various  Officials;  Delegation  of  Au¬ 
thority  To  Enter  Into  Contracts  and 

Leases 

July  5,  1961. 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  contained 
in  sections  50  and  52  of  amended  Order 
No.  2509,  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 
the  following  classes  of  employees  are 
authorized  to  enter  into  contracts  for 
construction,  supplies  (including  the 
rental  of  equipment)  or  services,  irre¬ 
spective  of  amount;  make  open  market 
purchases  up  to  $2,500,  and  enter  into 
leases  for  leases  of  space  in  real  estate 
as  provided  in  those  sections: 

Supply  Officer,  Administrative  Field  Office. 

Assistant  Supply  Officer,  Administrative 
Field  Office. 

Contracts  and  leases  entered  into  un¬ 
der  this  authority  must  conform  with 
applicable  regulations  and  statutory  re¬ 
quirements  and  are  subject  to  the  avail¬ 
ability  of  appropriations. 

Negotiations  of  contracts  with  educa¬ 
tional  institutions.  Pursuant  to  au¬ 
thority  contained  in  Order  2713,  of  Janu¬ 
ary  13,  1953,  the  Administrative  Field 
Office  Supply  Officer  and  Assistant  Sup¬ 
ply  Officer  are  authorized  to  negotiate 
without  advertising,  pursuant  to  section 
302(c)  (5)  of  the  Federal  Property  and 
Administrative  Services  Act  of  1949,  as 
amended  (41  U.S.C:,  sec.  252),  contracts 
for  services  to  be  rendered  by  any  Uni¬ 
versity,  College,  or  other  educational 
institution,  in  connection  with  programs 
and  activities  of  the  Bureau.  This  au¬ 
thority  shall  be  exercised  in  accordance 
with  the  applicable  limitations  in  the 
Federal  Property  and  Administrative 
Services  Act  of  1949,  as  amended,  and  ui 
accordance  with  applicable  policies,  pro¬ 
cedures  and  controls  prescribed  by  the 
General  Services  Administration. 

Ralph  J.  Mitchell, 
Field  Administrative  Officer. 

IF.R.  Doc.  61-6553;  Filed,  July  12,  1961; 

8:47  a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Research  Service 

IDENTIFICATION  OF  CARCASSES  OF 
CERTAIN  HUMANELY  SLAUGH¬ 
TERED  LIVESTOCK 

Supplemental  List  of  Humane 
Slaughterers 

Pursuant  to  section  4  of  the  Act  of 
August  27,  1958  (7  U.S.C.  1904)  and  the 
statement  of  policy  thereunder  in  9  CFR 
181.1  (25  F.R.  5863)  the  following  table 
lists  additional  establishments  operated 
under  Federal  inspection  under  the  Meat 
Inspection  Act  (21  U.S.C.  71  et  seq.) 
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which  have  been  officially  reported  as 
humanely  slaughtering  and  handling  the 
species  of  livestock  respectively  desig¬ 
nated  for  such  establishments  in  the 
table.  This  list  supplements  the  list 
previously  published  under  the  Act  (26 
F.R.  5765)  for  June  and  represents  those 
establishments  and  species  which  were 
reported  too  late  to  be  included  in  the 
earlier  list  or  which  have  come  into 
compliance  with  respect  to  species  in¬ 
dicated  since  the  completion  of  the  re¬ 
ports  on  which  the  earlier  list  was  based. 


The  establishment  number  given  with 
the  name  of  the  establishment  is 
branded  on  each  carcass  of  livestock 
inspected  at  that  establishment.  The 
table  should  not  be  understood  to  indi¬ 
cate  that  all  species  of  livestock  slaugh¬ 
tered  at  a  listed  establishment  are 
slaughtered  and  handled  by  humane 
methods  unless  all  species  are  listed  for 
that  establishment  in  the  table.  Nor 
should  the  table  be  understood  to  indi¬ 
cate  that  the  affiliates  of  any  listed 
establishment  use  only  humane  methods: 


Name  of  establishments 

Establishment  No. 

Cattle 

Calves 

Sheep 

Goats 

Swine 

Horses 

The  Cudahy  Packing  Co.  of  Nebraska _ 

19E . . . 

(*) 

(*) 

(*) 

(*) 

46 _ 

(*) 

(*) 

(*) 

Heinzs  Riverside  Abattoir,  Inc _ _ 

210 . . . 

(*) 

C  and  M  Meat  Packing  Corp _ 

329 . . . 

(*) 

(*) 

345 _ _ _ 

(*) 

(*) 

(*) 

Armour  and  Co _ 

477 . . 

(*) 

(*) 

(*) 

591 . . . 

(*) 

(*) 

(*) 

(*) 

New  York  Central  Packing  Co _ 

606 _ _ _ 

(*) 

(*) 

Swift  and  Co _ ~ _ 

608. . . 

(*) 

Eastern  Oregon  Meat  Co.,  Inc . - . 

611 . 

(*) 

E.  A.  Miller  and  Sons  Packing  Co.,  Inc _ 

628-  . . 

(*) 

H.  H.  Keim  Cn 

630 _ _ 

(*) 

(*) 

(*) 

(*) 

Carter  Packing  Co _ 

698 . . . 

(‘) 

(*) 

Dana  PackingCo.. . _ . . . 

706 . 

(*) 

(*) 

(•) 

Sheridan  Meat  Co.,  Inc . - . . . - 

768 . . 

(*) 

(*) 

(•) 

(*) 

McFarland,  Inc... I . . . 

811 . 

(*) 

(*) 

(«) 

(•) 

Jordan  Meat  Co _ 

858 . . . 

(*) 

(*) 

C) 

(*) 

(*) 

WeUs  and  Davies  Packing  Co _ _ 

860 . . 

(•) 

(*) 

(•) 

National  Meat  Packers,  Inc _ _ _ 

917 . 

(*) 

(*) 

(*) 

Joe  Doctorman  and  Son  Packing  Co.,  Inc. 

949 _ 

(*) 

(*) 

(*) 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  7th  day  of  July  1961. 

C.  H.  Pals, 
Director, 

Meat  Inspection  Division, 
Agricultural  Research  Service. 
[F.R.  Doc.  61-6584;  Filed,  July  12,  1961;  8:51  a.m.] 


Agricultural  Stabilization  and 
Conservation  Service 

SUGARCANE  IN  LOUISIANA 

Notice  of  Hearing  on  Wages  and 
Prices  and  Designation  of  Presiding 
Officers 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  contained  in 
sections  301(c)(1)  and  301(c)(2)  of  the 
Sugar  Act  of  1948,  as  amended  (61 
Stat.  929;  7  U.S.C.  1131),  and  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  applicable  to  wage  and  price 
proceedings  (7  CFR  802.1  et  seq.),  notice 
is  hereby  given  that  a  public  hearing 
will  be  held  in  Thibodaux,  Louisiana,  in 
the  Grand  Theatre  on  August  2,  1961, 
beginning  at  9:30  a.m. 

The  purpose  of  such  hearing  is  to  re¬ 
ceive  evidence  likely  to  be  of  assistance 
to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  in 
determining  (1),  pursuant  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  section  301(c)(1)  of  said  Act, 
fair  and  reasonable  wage  rates  for  per¬ 
sons  employed  in  the  harvesting  of  the 
1961  crop  of  sugarcane,  and  in  the 
production  and  cultivation  of  sugarcane 
during  the  calendar  year  1962,  and  (2), 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section 
301(c)(2)  of  said  Act,  fair  and  reason¬ 
able  prices  for  the  1961  crop  of  sugarcane 
to  be  paid,  under  either  purchase  or  toll 
agreements,  by  producers  who  process 
sugarcane  grown  by  other  producers  and 
who  apply  for  payments  under  the  Act. 

In  the  interest  of  obtaining  the  best 
possible  information,  all  interested  per¬ 
sons  are  requested  to  appear  at  the  hear¬ 
ing  to  express  their  views  and  present 


appropriate  data  in  regard  to  wages 
and  prices.  While  testimony  on  all 
pertinent  points  is  desired,  it  is  especially 
requested  that  witnesses  be  prepared  to 
offer  information  and  recommendations 
on  the  following  matters  regarding  fair 
prices  for  sugarcane: 

I.  Season’s  average  prices  for  raw 
sugar  and  molasses.  The  1960  crop  de¬ 
termination  provided  the  period  October 
7,  1960,  through  January  26,  1961,  for 
determining  the  season’s  average  price  of 
raw  sugar,  and  the  period  October  7, 
1960,  through  April  27,  1961,  for  de¬ 
termining  the  season’s  average  price  of 
blackstrap  molasses.  What  periods  will 
provide  an  equitable  basis  for  pricing  raw 
sugar  and  molasses  of  the  1961  crop? 

n.  Pricing  of  salvage  sugarcane.  The 
determinations  applicable  to  recent 
crops  have  provided  that  the  price  for 
salvage  sugarcane  be  determined  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  method  used  by  the 
processor  for  the  prior  crop. 

(1)  Should  a  uniform  method  of  pay¬ 
ment  for  salvage  sugarcane  be  estab¬ 
lished  and,  if  so,  which  method  of 
payment  should  be  adopted? 

(2)  Should  the  requirements  of  the 
1960  crop  fair  price  determination  be 
continued  unchanged  for  the  1961  crop? 
or 

(3)  Should  the  requirements  for  sal¬ 
vage  sugarcane  be  stated  as  “the  price 
agreed  upon  between  the  producer  and 
the  processor”  as  provided  in  the  de¬ 
terminations  prior  to  1957? 

The  hearing,  after  being  called  to 
order  at  the  time  and  place  mentioned 
herein,  may  be  continued  from  day  to 
day  within  the  discretion  of  the  pre¬ 


siding  officers  and  may  be  adjourned  to 
a  later  day  or  to  a  different  place  without 
notice  other  than  the  announcement 

thereof  at  the  hearing  by  the  presiding 
officers.  e 

A.  A.  Greenwood,  Ward  S.  Stevenson 
and  William  N.  Garrott  are  hereby  desig¬ 
nated  as  presiding  officers  to  conduct 
either  jointly  or  severally  the  foregoing 
hearing.  ^ 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  Julv  i 
1961. 

Lawrence  Myers, 
Director,  Sugar  Division,  Agri¬ 
cultural  Stabilization  and 
Conservation  Service. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-6564;  Filed,  July  12,  1961* 
8:48  a.m.] 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  14043;  FCC  61M-1179] 

MELODY  MUSIC,  INC.  (WGMA) 
Order  Setting  Prehearing  Conference 

In  re  application  of  Melody  Music, 
Inc.  (WGMA) ,  Hollywood,  Florida, 
Docket  No.  14043,  File  No.  BR-2855;  for 
renewal  of  license  of  Station  WGMA, 
Hollywood,  Florida. 

It  is  ordered.  This  7th  day  of  July  1961, 
that  all  parties,  or  their  counsel,  in  the 
above-entitled  proceeding  are  directed 
to  appear  for  a  prehearing  conference 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  §  1.111  of 
the  Commission’s  rules,  at  the  offices  of 
the  Commission  in  Washington,  DC.,  at 
10:00  a.m.,  July  18,  1961. 

Released:  July  10,  1961. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-6574;  Filed,  July  12,  1961; 
8:49  a.m.] 


[Docket  Nos.  14188-14190;  FCC  61-867] 

SAN  JUAN  NON-PROFIT  T-V 
ASSOCIATION 

Order  Designating  Applications  for 

Consolidated  Hearing  on  Stated 

Issues 

In  re  applications  of  San  Juan  Non- 
Profit  T-V  Association,  Farmington- 
Bloomfield  Highway  Area  and  Huer¬ 
fano -Bloomfield  Highway  Area  Farm¬ 
ington,  New  Mexico,  Docket  No.  14188, 
File  No.  BPTT-528 ;  Docket  No.  14189, 
File  No.  BPTT-530 ;  Docket  No.  14190, 
File  No.  BPTT-531;  for  construction  per¬ 
mits  for  three  new  television  broadcast 
translator  stations. 

At  a  session  of  the  Federal  Communi¬ 
cations  Commission  held  at  its  offices  in 
Washington,  D.C.,  on  the  6th  day  of 
July  1961; 

The  Commission  having  under  con¬ 
sideration  the  above-captioned  applica¬ 
tions  requesting  construction  permits 
for  new  television  broadcast  translator 
stations  to  operate  on  Channels  73,  77 
and  83,  serving  the  Farmington -Bloom- 
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field  Highway  Area  and  the  Huerfano- 
Rloomfield  Highway  Area  from  trans¬ 
mitter  locations  on  Huerfano  Peak,  New 
Mexico!  and 

It  appearing  that  the  above-named 
applicant  has  pending  three  other  appli¬ 
cations  for  television  broadcast  transla¬ 
tor  stations  to  serve  Farmington,  New 
Mexico;  that  the  Farmington  applica¬ 
tions  are  contingent  upon  a  grant  of  the 
subject  applications  since  it  is  proposed 
to  translate  the  signals  of  the  subject 
translator  stations ,  and 

It  further  appearing  that  on  Febru¬ 
ary  15.  1961,  Teleprompter  Transmis¬ 
sion  of  New  Mexico,  Inc.,  licensee  of 
Fixed  (video)  Point-to-Point  Microwave 
Station  KKY  43,  which  serves  petitioners 
community  antenna  system  in  Farming - 
ton,  filed  a  “Petition  to  Deny  Applica¬ 
tions”,  pursuant  to  section  309(d)  of 
the  Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  and  §  1.359(e)  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules,  alleging,  in  substance,  that 
the  subject  translators  will  not  serve  the 
general  public  since  there  is  no  popula¬ 
tion  to  be  served  in  the  area  designated 
as  “Community  A”  (Farmington-Bloom- 
field  Highway  Area) ;  that  “Community 
A”  does  not  appear  to  have  commercial 
electric  power;  that  the  area  designated 
as  “Community  B”  (Huerfano-Bloom- 
field  Highway  Area)  is  22  miles  from  the 
transmitter  site  and  is  almost  entirely 
shielded  from  line-of -sight  by  interven¬ 
ing  terrain,  and  will  thus  be  unable  to 
receive  a  usable  signal;  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  translators  will  function  primarily 
as  relay  facilities  and,  as  such,  will  dupli¬ 
cate  the  relay  service  provided  by  peti¬ 
tioner;  that  petitioner’s  service  will  no 
longer  be  required  and  petitioner  will 
thus  suffer  economic  injury;  and,  that 
use  of  the  television  broadcast  transla¬ 
tors,  as  proposed,  would  violate  §  4.731(c) 
of  the  Commission’s  rules;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  the  appli¬ 
cant  estimated  the  total  population  to 
be  served  was  2,000  persons;  that  on 
March  30,  1961,  a  letter  was  sent  to  the 
applicant  which  requested  additional  in¬ 
formation  with  respect  to  the  location 
of  the  population  to  be  served;  that 
the  applicant  responded  by  amending 
the  applications  to  read  200  persons,  in¬ 
stead  of  2,000,  indicating  that  in  each 
of  the  three  applications  “a  typograph¬ 
ical  error  was  made”;  and,  that  it  can¬ 
not  be  determined  from  Commission 
maps  that  200  persons  would  be  served, 
nor  the  location  of  such  population ;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  upon  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  above-captioned  appli¬ 
cations,  the  “Petition  to  Deny  Applica¬ 
tion,”  the  Commission’s  letter,  and  the 
applicant’s  reply  thereto,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  is  unable  to  determine,  without 
hearing,  that  a  grant  of  said  applications 
would  be  in  the  public  interest; 

It  is  ordered,  That  pursuant  to  section 
309(e)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  the  above-captioned 
applications  of  San  Juan  Non-Profit  T-V 
Association  are  designated  for  hearing 
in  a  consolidated  proceeding  upon  the 
following  issues: 

1.  To  determine  whether  the  subject 
proposals  comply  with  the  requirements 
of  §  4.731(c)  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
and,  if  not,  whether  circumstances  exist 
which  would  warrant  a  waiver  thereof. 


2.  To  determine,  in  view  of  the  evi¬ 
dence  adduced  pursuant  to  the  fore¬ 
going  issues,  whether  grant  of  the  above- 
captioned  applications  would  serve  the 
public  interest,  convenience  and  neces¬ 
sity. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  both  the 
burden  of  proceeding  with  the  introduc¬ 
tion  of  evidence  upon  the  issues  speci¬ 
fied  above,  as  well  as  the  burden  of 
proof  upon  all  such  issues,  shall  be 
upon  the  applicant,  San  Juan  Non-Profit 
T-V  Association. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  Telepromp¬ 
ter  Transmission  of  New  Mexico,  Inc.  is 
hereby  made  a  party  to  the  above- 
captioned  proceedings. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  hear¬ 
ing  on  the  above  issues  shall  be  held  in 
Farmington,  New  Mexico,  at  a  time  to 
be  specified  in  a  subsequent  order. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  appli¬ 
cant  herein  shall,  pursuant  to  section 
311(a)(2)  of  the  Communications  Act 
of  1934,-  as  amended,  and  §  1.362(b)  of 
the  Commission’s  rules,  give  notice  of 
the  hearing,  within  the  time  and  in  the 
manner  prescribed  in  such  rule,  and  shall 
advise  the  Commission  of  the  publication 
of  such  notice  as  required  by  §  1.362(c) 
of  the  Commission’s  rules. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That,  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  opportunity  to  be 
heard,  the  applicant  and  party  herein, 
pursuant  to  §  1.140  of  the  Commission’s 
rules,  in  person  or  by  attorney,  shall, 
within  20  days  of  the  mailing  of  this 
order,  file  with  the  Commission,  in  tripli¬ 
cate,  a  written  appearance  stating  an 
intention  to  appear  on  the  date  fixed 
for  the  hearing  and  present  evidence  on 
the  issues  specified  in  this  order. 

Released:  July  10,  1961. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

r seal  1  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

(F.R.  Doc.  61-6575;  Filed,  July  12,  1961; 

8:49  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  14074;  FCC  61-847] 

STRAFFORD  BROADCASTING  CORP. 

(WWNH) 

Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order 
Amending  Issues 

In  reapplication  of  Strafford  Broad¬ 
casting  Corporation  (WWNH),  Roches¬ 
ter,  New  Hampshire,  Docket  No.  14074, 
File  No.  BP-13053;  for  construction  per¬ 
mit. 

1.  The  Commission  has  for  considera¬ 
tion  a  petition  to  enlarge  or  clarify  is¬ 
sues  filed  by  Strafford  Broadcasting 
Corporation  on  May  15,  1961;  together 
with  pleadings  filed  in  response  thereto. 

2.  Petitioner  contends  that  the  issue 
designated  under  §  3.24(b)  of  the  rules 
is  unnecessary  in  view  of  its  compliance 
with  one  of  the  exceptions  to  §  3.28(c) 
(3)  of  the  rules,  relying  on  our  Decision 
in  Suburbanaire,  Inc.,  19  RR  1227. 
Without  considering  whether  the  doc¬ 
trine  of  Suburbanaire  would  be  other¬ 
wise  applicable  to  so  different  a  factual 
situation  as  is  here  present,  we  note  that 
the  cited  case  is  not  pertinent  for  it  pre¬ 


supposed  compliance  with  §  3.28(c)  of 
the  rules,  and  in  the  instant  case,  al¬ 
though  petitioner  falls  within  one  of  the 
exceptions  to  §  3.28(c)  (3),  an  issue  has 
been  designated  as  to  compliance  with 
§  3.28(c)(2). 

3.  However,  petitioner  has  suggested 
that,  irrespective  of  interference  re¬ 
ceived,  its  proposal  is  efficient  within  the 
meaning  of  Section  3.24(b)  of  the  Rules 
and  that  the  existing  issue  should  be 
modified  to  permit  the  introduction  of 
evidence  demonstrating  that  fact.  It 
has  also  stated  that,  even  if  its  proposal 
be  found  violative  of  §§  3.24(b)  and  3.28 
(c)  (2)  of  the  rules,  the  circumstances 
of  this  case  warrant  waiver  of  the  rules, 
and  the  issues  should  be  modified  to  per¬ 
mit  it  to  establish  such  circumstances. 

4.  We  agree  that  the  issues  should  be 
modified  to  permit  Strafford  to  intro¬ 
duce  evidence  in  support  of  its  conten¬ 
tions. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  This  6th  day 
of  July  1961,  that  the  petition  to  enlarge 
or  clarify  issues  filed  by  Strafford  Broad¬ 
casting  Corporation  on  May  15,  1961,  is 
granted  in  substance;  and 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  existing 
Issues  2  and  3  are  deleted  and  the  fol¬ 
lowing  issues  substituted  therefor: 

2.  To  determine  whether  the  instant 
proposal  is  in  compliance  with  §  3.28 
(c)  (2)  the  Commission’s  rules  with  re¬ 
spect  to  adequate  nighttime  coverage  of 
the  City  of  Rochester,  New  Hampshire, 
and,  if  not,  whether  circumstances  exist 
warranting  waiver  of  the  rule. 

3.  To  determine  whether  the  proposed 
operation  of  WWNH  would  be  consis¬ 
tent  with  §  3.24(b)  of  the  Commission’s 
rules,  and,  if  not,  whether  circumstances 
exist  warranting  waiver  of  the  rule. 

Released:  July  10, 1961. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-6576;  Filed,  July  12,  1961; 

8:49  a.m.] 


[Docket  Nos.  14145, 14146;  FCC  61M-1181] 

TIME  BROADCASTERS,  INC.,  AND 
GALEN  O.  GILBERT 

Order  Continuing  Hearing 

In  re  applications  of  Time  Broadcast¬ 
ers,  Inc.,  Springfield,  Missouri,  Docket 
No.  14145,  File  No.  BP-12673;  Galen  O. 
Gilbert,  Aurora,  Missouri,  Docket  No. 
14146,  File  No.  BP-13999;  for  construc¬ 
tion  permits. 

As  a  result  of  agreement  reached  on 
the  record  in  the  above-entitled  matter 
at  a  prehearing  conference  held  on  this 
date:  It  is  ordered,  This  7th  day  of  July 
1961,  that  the  hearing  presently  sched¬ 
uled  for  September  5,  1961,  be,  and  the 
same  is,  hereby  continued  to  September 
7,  1961  at  9:30  am. 

Released:  July  10, 1961. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal!  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-6577;  Filed,  July  12,  1961; 
8:49  a.m.] 
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[Docket  No.  14031—14035;  FCC  61-848] 

WEXC,  INC.,  ET  AL. 

Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order 
Amending  Issues 

In  re  applications  of  WEXC,  Inc.,  De- 
Pew,  New  York,  Docket  No.  14031,  Pile 
No.  BP-12793;  Leon  Lawrence  Sidell, 
Hamburg,  New  York,  Docket  No.  14032, 
File  No.  BP-13688;  De-Lan,  Inc.,  DePew, 
New  York,  Docket  No.  14034,  File  No. 
BP-14084;  Seaport  Broadcasting  Cor¬ 
poration,  Lancaster,  New  York,  Docket 
No.  14035,  File  No.  BP-14085;  for  con¬ 
struction  permits. 

1.  The  Commission  has  for  considera¬ 
tion  a  motion  to  enlarge  issues  filed  by 
Seaport  Broadcasting  Corporation  on 
April  28,  1961,  together  with  pleadings 
filed  in  response  thereto. 

2.  Seaport  seeks  a  financial  qualifica¬ 
tion  issue  with  respect  to  De-Lan,  Inc., 
alleging  that  although  De-Lan  has  con¬ 
ceded  that  it  requires  $74,190  for  the 
construction  and  initial  operation  of  its 
instant  proposal  and  a  pending  proposal 
for  an  FM  station,  its  application  as 
amended  shows  only  $72,250  available. 
It  further  points  out  that  one  of  the  prin¬ 
cipals  of  De-Lan,  Bessie  M.  Kritzer,  is 
proposed  as  a  source  of  $27,250  in  capital, 
but  that  Mrs.  Kritzer  relies  on  a  bank 
loan  to  meet  the  obligation,  and  the 
bank’s  letter  of  commitment  has,  by  its 
own  terms,  expired  as  of  March  22, 
1961. 

3.  In  its  reply  De-Lan  states  that  its 
application  indicated  that  if  it  should 
need  sums  in  addition  to  those  proposed 
it  would  procure  them  through  loans 
from  its  minority  stock  subscribers,  and 
that  its  capital  requirements  are  sub¬ 
stantially  less  than  indicated  in  its  ap¬ 
plication  because,  although  the  cost  of 
land  and  buildings  is  shown  as  $26,000, 
it  “has  been  assured”  that  a  mortgage 
approximating  two- thirds  of  that  sum 
will  be  available.  It  also  states  the 
bank’s  commitment  letter  to  Mrs.  Kritzer 
which  expired  on  March  22,  1961,  has 
been  extended  for  an  additional  six 
months. 

4.  De-Lan’s  reply  is  totally  inadequate 
to  meet  the  substantial  averments  in 
Seaport’s  petition,  and  the  issues  will  be 
enlarged  as  requested.  Although  De-Lan 
proposes  to  overcome  any  capital  defi¬ 
ciencies  through  stockholder  loans,  it  has 
offered  no  evidence  of  the  willingness  of 
the  individuals  involved  to  make  such 
loans.  Similarly,  its  statements  as  to 
the  availability  of  mortgage  loans  and 
the  extension  of  Mrs.  Kritzer ’s  bank  loan 
commitment  are  totally  unsupported. 

5.  Even  if  De-Lan’s  representations 
discussed  above  were  properly  docu¬ 
mented  it  would  be  necessary  to  add  an 
issue  as  to  the  corporation’s  financial 
qualification,  for  its  financial  showing  is 
conflicting  and  incomplete.  Although 
De-Lan  has  submitted  a  stock  subscrip¬ 
tion  agreement  whereby  Mr.  Van  Patrick 
agreed  to  purchase  216  shares  of  stock 
from  the  corporation,  a  document  pur¬ 
porting  to  be  a  corporate  balance  sheet 
as  of  January  30,  1961,  submitted  with 
an  amendment  of  February  13,  1961, 
indicates  that  he  will  actually  purchase 
the  shares  from  Mrs.  Kritzer,  thereby, 
presumably,  reducing  the  sum  available 


to  the  corporation  from  Mrs.  Kritzer  in 
an  amount  equal  to  that  which  will  be¬ 
come  available  from  Mr.  Patrick.  More¬ 
over,  the  document  purporting  to  be  a 
balance  sheet  of  Jauary  30,  1961,  which 
is  the  most  recent  financial  statement 
submitted  to  the  Commission,  and  is 
designed  to  substitute  for  the  less  cur¬ 
rent  information  on  which  the  original 
finding  of  financial  qualification  was 
made,  is  actually  a  pro  forma  balance 
sheet  which  is  not  adequately  annotated, 
incorrectly  added,  and  not  in  balance. 
Such  a  document  forms  a  completely 
inadequate  basis  for  the  necessary 
affirmative  finding  that  the  applicant  is 
financially  qualified. 

Accordingly ,  it  is  ordered,  This  6th 
day  of  July  1961,  that  the  motion  to 
enlarge  issues  filed  by  Seaport  Broad¬ 
casting  Corporation  on  April  28,  1961, 
is  granted;  that  existing  issues  4,  5,  and 
6  are  renumbered  issues  5,  6,  and  7 ;  and 
the  following  issue  4  is  added: 

4.  To  determine  whether  De-Lan.  Inc., 
is  financially  qualified  to  construct,  own 
and  operate  the  standard  broadcast  sta¬ 
tion  it  has  proposed. 

Released:  July  10,  1961. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-6578;  FUed,  July  12,  1961; 

8:49  a.m.] 

[Docket  No.  13972;  FCC61M-1178] 

WIRELINE  RADIO,  INC. 

Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order 
Scheduling  Hearing 

In  re  application  of  Wireline  Radio, 
Inc.,  Lewisburg,  Pennsylvania,  Docket 
No.  13972,  File  No.  BR-3511;  for  renewal 
of  license  of  Station  WITT,  Lewisburg, 
Pennsylvania. 

1.  At  the  further  prehearing  con¬ 
ference  held  on  July  6,  1961,  Mr.  Arthur 
Stambler  of  the  firm  of  Scharfeld,  Segal, 
Baron  and  Stambler,  noted  an  appear¬ 
ance  on  behalf  of  the  applicant  herein. 
Mr.  Stambler  stated  that  he  had  just 
been  retained  by  the  applicant  and  was 
entirely  unfamiliar  with  the  proceeding. 
He  requested  that  the  prehearing  con¬ 
ference  be  adjourned  for  a  week  to  10 
days  and  that  the  hearing  itself  be  put 
off  for  a  considerably  longer  period  in 
order  that  he  might  familiarize  himself 
with  this  matter  and  be  in  a  position  to 
prepare  a  case  in  response  to  the  issues 
set  forth  in  the  Commission’s  order  of 
designation  herein  released  March  14, 
1961.  Counsel  for  the  Broadcast  Bu¬ 
reau  objected  to  a  delay,  pointing  to 
the  fact  that  this  matter  had  been  desig¬ 
nated  for  hearing  on  March  14,  1961,  on 
issues  involving,  among  other  things,  a 
determination  whether  the  licensee  had 
transferred  control  of  Wireline  Radio, 
Inc.,  and  Station  WITT  without  obtain¬ 
ing  consent  of  the  Commission  prior 
thereto  as  required  by  section  310(b)  of 
the  Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  and  the  Commission’s  rules 
and  policies  promulgated  thereunder,  as 
well  as  whether  certain  enumerated  sec¬ 
tions  of  the  Commission’s  rules  and  reg¬ 


ulations  had  been  violated  by  the 
licensee.  He  argued  that  such  serious 
matters  required  prompt  hearing  and 
resolution  by  the  Commission. 

2.  The  Examiner,  after  hearing  argu¬ 
ment  on  this  matter  ruled  at  the  pre- 
hearing  conference  that  a  further  pre- 
hearing  conference  would  be  held  on 
Monday,  July  10  at  9:00  a.m.,  and  fur¬ 
ther  advised  the  parties  that,  because  of 
calendar  commitments,  he  would  sched¬ 
ule  the  hearing  to  start  on  Thursday, 
July  13,  1961,  unless  good  reason,  not 
thus  far  advanced,  were  shown  for  a 
further  postponement  of  the  hearing.1 
Present  counsel  for  the  applicant  took 
exception  to  the  Examiner’s  ruling  and 
indicated  he  might  desire  to  appeal  the 
matter  to  the  Commission.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  Memorandum  Opinion  is  to 
set  forth  in  a  separate  document  the 
reasons  for  the  Examiner’s  ruling  and 
to  afford  such  counsel  for  applicant  a 
convenient  vehicle  for  appealing  si^h 
ruling  should  counsel  desire  to  follow 
this  course  of  action. 

3.  In  order  to  put  this  matter  in 
proper  prospective,  it  is  important  to  take 
note  of  the  sequence  of  events  which 
have  thus  far  taken  place  with  respect 
to  this  matter.  The  Commission’s  order 
of  designation  released  on  March  14, 
1961,  set  this  matter  for  hearing  on  four 
specified  issues.  In  addition  to  the  two 
referred  to  above  in  the  description  of 
argument  by  Bureau  counsel  there  are 
additional  issues  relating  to  a  deter¬ 
mination  of  whether  in  its  written  and 
oral  statements  to  the  Commission  with 
respect  to  the  matters  already  described 
the  licensee-applicant  misrepresented 
facts  to  the  Commission  and/or  was  lack¬ 
ing  in  candor,  as  well  as  an  issue  to  deter¬ 
mine  whether  in  the  light  of  the  evi¬ 
dence  adduced  with  respect  to  the  afore¬ 
mentioned  issues  Wireline  Radio  Inc., 
possesses  the  requisite  qualifications  to 
be  a  licensee  of  the  Commission. 

4.  In  an  Order  released  on  March  16, 
1961,  by  the  Acting  Chief  Hearing  Ex¬ 
aminer,  the  Examiner  was  named  to  pre¬ 
side  at  the  hearing  in  this  matter  and 
the  hearing  itself  was  originally  sched¬ 
uled  to  commence  on  April  17,  1961.  By 
Order  released  on  March  22,  1961,  the 
Examiner  scheduled  a  prehearing  con¬ 
ference  for  April  4.  At  this  prehearing 
conference  the  then  counsel  for  appli¬ 
cant  stated  that  it  was  his  intention  to 
file  at  the  earliest  time  possible,  which 
he  indicated  meant  within  a  week  or  10 
days  from  April  4,  1961,  a  petition  for 
reconsideration  and  grant  without  hear¬ 
ing  which  was  to  be  accompanied  by  an 
application  for  consent  of  the  assignment 
of  the  license  to  a  new  applicant.  Such 
counsel  further  stated  that,  while  he  was 
not  committing  himself  or  his  client 
“one-hundred  percent”,  looking  at  it 
realistically  it  appeared,  in  view  of  the 
condition  of  the  station,  that  unless  the 
matter  could  be  settled  by  the  route  he 
indicated,  “there  will  be  no  purpose  in 
prosecuting  it  to  a  hearing”.  Counsel  for 
the  Broadcast  Bureau  indicated  no  ob- 


1  As  will  be  set  forth  more  fully  below, 
the  Examiner’s  calendar  commitments  were 
altered  as  a  result  of  a  conference  held  in 
another  matter  on  July  7,  1961,  and  he  now 
also  has  available  hearing  dates  on  July  20 
through  July  24  or  July  25. 
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iection  to  the  procedure  suggested,  re-  vised  the  Commission  by  letter  that  they  12.  One  final  factor  should  be  noted 
serving  the  right  to  address  himself  to  had  recently  learned  that  assignment  of  and  that  relates  to  the  problem  of  the 
the  merits  of  any  petition  for  recon-  the  applicant’s  license  to  a  new  corpora-  short  time  during  which  current  counsel 
sideration  which  might  be  filed.  There-  tion  which  had  been  the  specific  basis  has  been  available  to  the  applicant, 
upon,  the  Examiner  on  April  5  and  10,  for  their  retention  was  “not  a  likely  pos-  This  is  not  a  matter  of  Commission  re- 
1961,' respectively,  issued  an  Order  and  sibility  and  this  development  has  sponsibility.  As  indicated  above,  pre- 
Supplemental  Order  after  prehearing  prompted  us  to  withdraw  as  counsel’’,  vious  counsel  withdrew  by  letter  of  June 
conferences  the  effect  of  which  was  to  Thereafter,  on  June  20,  the  Broadcast  16.  The  applicant  therefore  has  had  a 
postpone  the  hearing,  originally  sched-  Bureau  filed  a  motion  to  dismiss  the  period  of  almost  three  weeks  to  retain 
uied  to  begin  April  17,  without  date  pro-  petition  for  reconsideration,  citing,  other  counsel  to  represent  it  in  this  mat- 
vided  that  the  above-described  petition  among  other  things,  the  failure  of  the  ter.  In  the  opinion  of  the  Examiner,  it 
for  reconsideration  were  filed  no  later  applicant  to  file  an  application  for  con-  is  not  now  in  a  position  to  claim  that  it 
than  April  21,  1961.  sent  to  assignment  as  well  as  the  with-  is  being  unduly  pressed  because  it  failed 

5.  It  appears  that  original  counsel  for  drawal  of  original  counsel.  or  neglected  to  procure  new  counsel 

the  applicant  had  not  been  retained  9.  On  June  23,  1961,  the  Commission  until  July  5.  Had  it  acted  promptly  and 
promptly  after  this  matter  was  originally  issued  a  Memorandum  Opinion  and  Or-  procured  counsel  early  in  the  week  of 
designated  for  hearing.  It  therefore  be-  der  in  which  it  denied  the  petition  for  June  19  such  counsel  would  have  had  at 
came  necessary  for  such  counsel  to  file  reconsideration  and  grant  without  hear-  least  three  weeks  to  prepare  for  this 
on  April  4,  1961  (the  date  of  the  first  ing  filed  on  behalf  of  the  applicant  on  proceeding. 

prehearing  conference) ,  a  petition  to  ac-  May  4,  1961.  On  the  same  date,  the  13.  In  view  of  the  circumstances  al- 
cept  late  appearance.  Such  late  appear-  Examiner  issued  an  Order  in  which  he  ready  recited  it  appears  to  the  Examiner 
ance  was  accepted  by  Order  of  the  Chief  scheduled,  on  his  own  motion,  a  further  that  applicant  has  been  afforded  due 
Hearing  Examiner,  released  April  10,  prehearing  conference  for  9:00  a.m.,  process  as  required  by  law  and  the 
1961.  July  5,  1961.  Applicant  was  not  repre-  dictates  of  equity.  Applicant  has  had 

6.  On  April  26,  1961,  then  counsel  for  sented  by  counsel  at  that  prehearing  ample  time  to  prepare  and  protect  its 

applicant  filed  a  Request  for  Deletion  conference.  But  in  the  course  thereof  interests.  Accordingly,  the  Examiner 
of  Specified  Date  for  Filing  Petition,  al-  Broadcast  Bureau  counsel  was  advised  would  have  been  amply  justified  in  re- 
leging,  among  other  things,  that  he  had  that  the  current  counsel  had  been  re-  quiring  the  parties  to  proceed  at  the 
not  been  served  with  a  copy  of  the  tained  by  applicant.  As  a  courtesy  and  prehearing  conference  held  on  July  6, 
Examiner’s  Supplemental  Order  re-  convenience  to  such  counsel  who  had  to  discuss  and  resolve  matters  normally 
leased  April  10,  and  did  not  learn  of  its  just  been  retained  and  was  unable  to  handled  at  prehearing  conferences, 
contents  until  April  24,  or  three  days  attend  the  further  prehearing  confer-  However,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  ap- 
after  the  April  21  deadline  fixed  in  such  ence,  such  conference  was  postponed  plicant  is  represented  by  reputable  and 
Order  for  filing  the  petition  for  recon-  until  9:00  a.m.,  July  6.  competent  counsel,  the  Examiner  was 

sideration.  Such  counsel  then  requested  10.  The  foregoing  detailed  recitation  of  the  opinion  that  a  further  limited 

that  the  April  21  deadline  be  deleted,  of  events  indicates  that  the  applicant  period  should  be  allowed  such  counsel 
leaving  the  hearing  postponed  without  herein  has  been  aware  of  the  issues  upon  to  prepare  himself  for  this  proceeding, 
date.  In  this  request  such  counsel  also  which  this  matter  has  been  designated  The  dates  specified  by  the  Examiner 
undertook  to  file  the  above-described  for  hearing  for  a  period  of  over  3V2  represented  at  the  conference  on  July  6, 
petition  for  reconsideration  by  May  15  months.  In  addition,  more  than  2V2  1961,  the  maximum  time  which  then 

and  suggested  that,  if  this  new  deadline  months  have  elapsed  since  the  date  when  could  be  allowed  in  light  of  the  Examin- 
were  not  met,  the  Examiner  could  im-  the  hearing  was  originally  scheduled  to  er’s  calendar  and  commitments  to  hear- 
mediately  set  a  new  date  or  take  any  commence.  Furthermore,  applicant  was  ing  proceedings  involving  other  parties, 
other  action  that  might  be  appropriate  afforded  the  opportunity  of  presenting  Since  then,  because  of  changes  in  other 
in  light  of  the  circumstances  then  exist-  its  petition  for  reconsideration  and  grant  hearing  matters,  additional  dates  be¬ 
ing.  The  Broadcast  Bureau  filed  a  Par-  without  hearing  to  the  Commission  and  came  available  to  the  Examiner  and  he 
tial  Opposition  to  this  request  and  sug-  having  such  petition  acted  upon  without  informally  advised  the  parties  that  be- 
gested  that  an  extension  to  May  10  be  being  required  in  the  interim  to  proceed  cause  of  this,  he  could  entertain  a  mo- 
allowed  for  the  filing  of  the  petition  for  with  the  hearing.  tion  to  change  the  hearing  date  from 

reconsideration.  While  these  pleadings  11.  According  to  the  Commission’s  July  13  to  July  20  or  July  21.  This  should 


were  under  consideration,  the  petition 
for  reconsideration  and  grant  without 
hearing  was  filed  on  behalf  of  the  appli¬ 
cant  on  May  4,  1961. 

7.  On  May  5, 1961,  the  Hearing  Exam¬ 
iner,  considering  all  of  the  foregoing, 
particularly  the  fact  that  the  Broadcast 
Bureau  had  no  objection  to  a  grant  to 
the  applicant  of  an  opportunity  to  pre¬ 
sent  a  timely  petition  for  reconsidera¬ 
tion  and  to  receive  a  ruling  thereon  be¬ 
fore  a  hearing  was  held  on  the  issues 
designated  in  the  Commission’s  Order 
released  March  14,  deleted  the  require¬ 
ment  in  a  Supplemental  Order  released 
April  10  setting  a  deadline  of  April  21 
and  postponed  the  hearing  without  date 
pending  a  ruling  by  the  Commission  on 
the  petition  for  reconsideration.  On 
May  17, 1961,  the  Broadcast  Bureau  filed 
an  opposition  to  the  petition  for  recon¬ 
sideration  and  grant  without  hearing 
and  thereafter,  on  May  29,  1961,  a  re¬ 
ply  to  this  opposition  was  filed  on  behalf 
of  the  applicant. 

8.  Nothing  further  happened  in  this 
matter  until  June  16,  1961.  On  that 
date  then  counsel  for  the  applicant  ad- 


files  and  to  the  statements  made  by  the 
original  counsel  on  behalf  of  applicant, 
it  appears  clear  that  all  parties  pro¬ 
ceeded  on  the  premise  that  what  ap¬ 
plicant  was  seeking  herein  was  a  further 
opportunity  to  present  its  problem  to  the 
Commission  and  to  devise  a  means  of 
assuring  continuity  of  service  to  the  area 
involved  by  a  new  licensee.  In  appli¬ 
cant’s  petition  for  reconsideration,  it 
was  specifically  stated  “admittedly  if 
this  petition  is  denied  and  as  must  then 
be  the  case,  the  WITT  license  is  sur¬ 
rendered  *  *  *  [it]  would  involve  a  long 
period  of  time  during  which  the  Lewis- 
burg  community  would  be  without  a 
radio  outlet”.  It  was  further  stated  that 
“Wireline  Radio,  Inc.,  cannot,  and  does 
not  intend  to,  continue  as  a  licensee”. 
Apparently,  at  some  stage  of  the  proceed¬ 
ings  and  probably  prior  to  June  16,  1961, 
the  applicant  must  have  changed  its 
mind  because  on  that  date,  then  counsel 
for  the  applicant  wrote  the  letter  re¬ 
ferred  to  above,  withdrawing  as  counsel 
because  assignment  of  the  license  “is  not 
a  likely  possibility”. 


permit  sufficient  time  to  complete  the 
hearing  in  a  continuous  series  of  ses¬ 
sions  before  the  next  hearing  commit¬ 
ment  of  the  Examiner.  Certainly,  other 
parties  which  have  otherwise  been  dili¬ 
gent  in  prosecuting  their  applications 
should  not  have  their  schedules  disrupted 
for  the  convenience  of  a  party  which  has 
acted  in  the  manner  hereinabove  de¬ 
scribed.  Furthermore,  in  view  of  the 
events  hereinabove  described  and  the 
serious  issues  raised  by  the  Commission’s 
order  of  designation,  the  Examiner  does 
not  believe  he  should  allow  this  matter 
to  rest  without  hearing  until  September. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  This  7th 
day  of  July  1961,  that  a  further  prehear¬ 
ing  conference  herein  shall  be  held  at 
9:00  a.m.,  July  10,  1961,  at  which  time 
the  parties  shall  be  prepared  to  fully 
discuss  all  matters  necessary  to  assure 
prompt  and  orderly  procedures  at  the 
hearing; 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  hearing 
herein  is  rescheduled  to  commence  at 
9:00  a.m.  on  July  13,  1961,  at  the  offices 
of  the  Commission  in  Washington,  D.C.: 
Provided  however,  That  the  Examiner 
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will  entertain  a  motion  for  postponement 
of  the  start  of  the  hearing  to  July  20 
or  July  21,  1961. 

Released:  July  10,  1961. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-6579;  Filed,  July  12,  1961; 
8:49  a.m.] 

SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[File  No.  1-3848] 

APEX  MINERALS  CORP. 

Order  Summarily  Suspending  Trading 

July  7, 1961. 

The  common  stock,  $1.00  par  value,  of 
Apex  Minerals  Corporation,  being  listed 
and  registered  on  the  San  Francisco 
Mining  Exchange,  a  national  securities 
exchange;  and 

The  Commission  being  of  the  opinion 
that  the  public  interest  requires  the  sum¬ 
mary  suspension  of  trading  in  such  se¬ 
curity  on  such  Exchange  and  that  such 
action  is  necessary  and  appropriate  for 
the  protection  of  investors;  and 
The  Commission  being  of  the  opinion 
further  that  such  suspension  is  neces¬ 
sary  in  order  to  prevent  fraudulent,  de¬ 
ceptive  or  manipulative  acts  or  practices, 
with  the  result  that  it  will  be  unlawful 
under  section  15(c)  (2)  of  the  Securities 
Exchange  Act  of  1934  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rule  15c2-2  thereunder  for  any 
broker  or  dealer  to  make  use  of  the  mails 
or  of  any  means  or  instrumentality  of 
interstate  commerce  to  effect  any  trans¬ 
action  in,  or  to  induce  or  attempt  to 
induce  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such  se¬ 
curity,  otherwise  than  on  a  national 
securities  exchange; 

It  is  ordered.  Pursuant  to  section  19 
(a)  (4)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act 
of  1934  that  trading  in  said  security  on 
the  San  Francisco  Mining  Exchange  be 
summarily  suspended  in  order  to  pre¬ 
vent  fraudulent,  deceptive  or  manipula¬ 
tive  acts  or  practices,  this  order  to  be 
effective  for  a  period  of  ten  (10)  days, 
July  10, 1961  to  July  19,  1961,  both  dates 
inclusive. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-6555;  Filed,  July  12,  1961; 
8:47  a.m.] 


[File  No.  37-7] 

NEW  ENGLAND  POWER  SERVICE 
CO. 

Notice  of  Proposed  Modifications  in 
Organization  and  Conduct  of  Busi¬ 
ness  of  Subsidiary  Service  Com¬ 
pany 

June  30,  1961. 

New  England  Power  Service  Company 
(“Service  Company”) ,  a  subsidiary  serv¬ 
ice  company  of  New  England  Electric 


System  (“NEES”),  a  registered  holding  one  employee  of  New  England  Power 
company,  has  filed  with  this  Commis-  Company  (“Power  Company”),  & subsid- 
sion  amendments  to  its  declaration  pur-  iary  company  of  NEES,  were  tnmj  1 

suant  to  section  13  of  the  Public  Utility  ferred  to  the  payroll  of  Service  Com' 

Holding  Company  Act  of  1935  (“Act”)  pany.  All  of  such  officers  continued  in 
and  Rule  88  promulgated  thereunder  re-  their  respective  positions  as  officers  of  e 

questing  that  this  Commission  make  per-  NEES  and  Power  Company  and,  in  addi- 
manent  its  temporary  approval  and  au-  tion,  were  elected  officers  of  Service 
thorization  contained  in  its  order  dated  Company.  Seven  of  such  officers  also 
December  30,  1959  (Holding  Company  became  directors  of  Service  Company 
Act  Release  No.  14128)  of  certain  pro-  Service  Company  states  that  the 
posed  modifications  of  the  organization  elimination  of  duplicate  management 
and  conduct  of  business  of  Service  Com-  personnel  of  NEES  and  Service  Company 
pany.  has  resulted  in  annual  savings  of  ap- 

All  interested  persons  are  referred  to  proximately  $95,000  in  the  consolidated 
the  aforesaid  declaration  and  the  operating  expenses  of  the  NEES  system 
amendments  thereto  which  are  on  file  The  increase  in  service  charges  to  the 
in  the  Headquarters  Office  of  the  Com-  public  utility  subsidiary  companies  of 


mission  for  a  statement  of  the  proposals 
which  are  summarized  below. 

Prior  to  December  30,  1959,  the  servic¬ 
ing  arrangements  in  the  NEES  holding- 
company  system  were  organized  and 
conducted  in  accordance  with  the  terms 
and  provisions  of  the  Commission’s  Find¬ 
ings  and  Opinion  and  Order  dated  No¬ 
vember  21,  1941  (New  England  Power 
Service  Co.  et  al.,  10  S.E.C.  562).  Such 
servicing  arrangements  embraced  a  com¬ 
plete  separation  of  the  officers,  em¬ 
ployees  and  directors  of  Service  Com¬ 
pany  from  those  of  NEES  and  the  other 
subsidiary  companies  in  the  NEES  hold¬ 
ing-company  system.  Personnel  on  the 
payroll  of  NEES  performed  all  system 
policy  making  functions  and  supervised 
the  activities  of  the  operating  subsidiary 
companies.  Service  Company  performed 
technical,  construction  and  other  serv¬ 
ices  for  associate  companies  at  cost. 

Service  Company  states  that  contin¬ 
ued  operation  of  the  NEES  holding- 
company  system  with  the  aforesaid 
segregation  of  officers,  employees  and  di¬ 
rectors  is  inefficient,  uneconomical  and 
unrealistic,  and  that  such  arrangement 
has  caused  confusion  in  lines  of  man¬ 
agement  authority  and  the  creation  of 
unnecessary  and  overlapping  officer  and 
employee  positions.  Service  Company 
requests  that  it  be  relieved  of  certain  of 
the  restrictions  contained  in  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  order  dated  November  21,  1941. 
It  has  proposed,  among  other  things, 
that  all  of  the  officers  and  employees 
of  NEES  be  transferred  to  the  payroll 
of  Service  Company;  that  the  salaries 
and  related  expenses  of  such  persons  be 
charged  to  the  associate  companies,  in¬ 
cluding  NEES,  in  accordance  with  the 
method  of  cost  allocation  set  forth  in  the 
Commission’s  order  dated  December  30, 
1959;  and  that  the  restrictions  against 
the  interlocking  of  officers  and  direc¬ 
tors  in  the  NEES  holding -company  sys¬ 
tem  be  eliminated. 

By  its  order  dated  December  30,  1959, 
the  Commission  authorized  the  proposed 
modifications  of  Service  Company’s  or¬ 
ganization  and  conduct  of  its  business 
with  the  further  provision  that  such 
authorization  shall  expire  at  the  end 
of  a  trial  period  of  18  months  from  the 
date  on  which  such  modifications  are  put 
into  effect.  The  said  authorization  will 
expire  June  30,  1961,  unless  further  con¬ 
tinued  by  the  Commission. 

On  January  1,  1960,  the  entire  staff 
of  NEES,  consisting  of  8  officers  and 
13  employees,  and  also  one  officer  and 


NEES  resulting  from  the  proposed 
changes  totalled  $497,280  for  the  12 
months  ended  March  31,  1961,  which 
amount  is  equivalent  to  0.27  percent  of 
the  consolidated  gross  operating  reve¬ 
nues  of  NEES  and  its  subsidiary  com¬ 
panies  which  aggregated  $182,915,000 
for  the  same  period.  Service  Company 
represents  that  such  changes  will  not  at 
themselves  be  the  basis  for  seeking  an 
increase  in  the  rates  charged  by  any  at 
the  operating  subsidiary  companies  of 
NEES. 

Service  Company  has  agreed  to  the 
imposition  of  the  following  conditions 
in  the  Commission’s  order  permitting 
the  declaration,  as  amended,  to  become 
effective: 

a.  No  change  in  the  organization  of 
Service  Company,  the  type  and  character 
of  the  companies  to  be  serviced,  the 
method  of  allocating  costs  to  associate 
companies,  or  in  the  scope  or  character 
of  services  to  be  rendered,  shall  be  made 
unless  and  until  Service  Company  dial! 
first  have  given  the  Commission  written 
notice  of  such  proposed  change  not  less 
than  60  days  prior  to  the  proposed  effec¬ 
tiveness  of  any  such  change.  If,  upon 
the  receipt  of  any  such  notice,  the  Com¬ 
mission  within  the  60-day  period  shall 
notify  Service  Company  that  a  question 
exists  as  to  whether  the  aforesaid  pro¬ 
posed  change  is  consistent  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  section  13  of  the  Act,  or  of  any 
rule,  regulation  or  order  thereunder,  the 
proposed  change  shall  not  become  effec¬ 
tive  unless  and  until  Service  Company 
shall  have  filed  with  the  Commission  an 
appropriate  declaration  with  respect  to 
such  proposed  change,  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion  shall  have  permitted  such  declara¬ 
tion  to  become  effective. 

b.  The  Commission  reserves  the  right 
to  require,  after  notice  and  opportunity 
for  hearing,  prospective  adjustments, 
and,  to  the  extent  that  it  appears  feasi¬ 
ble  and  equitable,  retroactive  adjust¬ 
ments  of  the  allocation  of  Service  Com¬ 
pany’s  costs  among  the  serviced  associate 
companies. 

c.  The  order  to  be  entered  is  not  to 
be  construed  as  a  ruling  that  Service 
Company  may  not  be  required  to  effect 
such  other  changes  in  its  organization 
or  conduct  of  its  business  as  may  become 
necessary  in  order  to  conform  with  the 
Act  or  the  present  or  future  rules,  regu¬ 
lations  or  orders  of  the  Commission. 

d.  Jurisdiction  is  to  be  reserved  to 
reconsider  the  servicing  activities  of 
Service  Company  at  an  appropriate  fu- 
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ire  time,  and,  after  notice  and  opportu¬ 
nity  for  hearing,  by  order  to  revoke,  sus- 
nind  or  modify  the  permission  granted 
w  Service  Company  to  continue  its  or¬ 
ganization  and  conduct  of  business. 
Notice  is  further  given  that  any  filter¬ 
ed  state,  State  commission,  munici- 
Liitv  or  other  subdivision  of  a  State,  or 
Srson.  may  not  later  than  July  26,  1961, 
at  5-30  p.m.,  request  in  writing  that  a 
hearing  be  held  on  the  aforesaid  mat¬ 
ters  Any  such  request  shall  state  the 
nature  of  the  party’s  interest,  the  rea¬ 
sons  for  such  request,  and  the  issues 
of  fact  or  law  raised  by  said  filing  which 
are  desired  to  be  controverted.  A  re¬ 
quest  may  also  be  made  for  notice  should 
the  Commission  order  a  hearing.  Re¬ 
quests  should  be  addressed:  Secretary, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Washington  25,  D.C.  At  any  time  after 
said  date,  the  Commission  may  enter  an 
order  authorizing  the  proposed  modifica¬ 
tions  of  Service  Company’s  organization 
and  conduct  of  business  as  requested,  or 
the  Commission  may  take  such  other 
action  as  it  deems  appropriate. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  trial 
period  during  which  the  proposed  modi¬ 
fications  of  Service  Company’s  organiza¬ 
tion  and  conduct  of  business  may  remain 
in  effect  as  authorized  by  the  aforesaid 
order  of  the  Commission  dated  Decem¬ 
ber  30,  1959  be,  and  the  same  hereby  is 
extended  until  midnight  August  15,  1961 
or  until  such  earlier  time  as  the  Commis¬ 
sion  enters  its  order  permitting  Service 
Company’s  declaration,  as  amended,  to 
become  effective. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  ORVAL  L.  DUBOIS, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-6556;  Filed,  July  12,  1961; 

8:47  a.m.] 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[Project  No.  1121] 

PACIFIC  GAS  AND  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Notice  of  Modification  of  Land 
Withdrawal;  California 

July  7,  1961. 

The  Commission  by  letter  of  with¬ 
drawal  notification  dated  April  6,  1931, 
notified  the  Commissioner  of  the  Gen¬ 
eral  Land  Office  of  the  reservation  of 
561  acres  of  lands  of  the  United  States 
upon  the  filing  on  September  22,  1930, 
of  an  application  for  license  by  the 
Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  Company  for 
Project  No.  1121.  This  notice  described, 
among  other  lands,  the  following  sub¬ 
divisions: 

Mount  Diablo  Meridian 

T.  29  N„  R.  1  E., 

Sec.  2,  SW14SW14; 

Sec.  3,  lots  11  and  12; 

Sec.  12,  lots  3,  4,  6  and  7; 

Sec.  13,  lots  1,  2,  and  8. 

T  30N.,  R.  2  W., 

Sec.  28,  Sy2SE»4. 

A  re-examination  of  the  project  rec¬ 
ord  discloses  the  aforesaid  notice,  insofar 
as  it  pertains  to  the  lands  listed  above, 
described  lands  in  excess  of  those  in¬ 


cluded  in  the  project  in  that  the  maps 
filed  in  support  of  the  application  define 
the  project  area  as  being  a  strip  of  land 
100  feet  in  width  for  canal  and  spillway 
right-of-way  locations. 

Too,  the  examination  discloses  there 
was  omitted  from  the  April  6,  1931, 
notice  reference  to  the  reservation  of  a 
portion  of  lot  1  section  4,  T.  29  N.,  R.  1 
W.,  for  the  Coleman  Canal  right-of-way. 

As  a  consequence  the  withdrawal  in 
evidence  upon  the  land  records,  insofar 
as  it  pertains  to  the  above-described 
lands,  is  hereby  modified  to  accomplish 
only  the  reservation  of  a  right-of-way 
100-feet  in  width  for  canal  location  as 
shown  on  the  map  accompanying  the 
April  6,  1931,  notice,  and  the  adjusted 
area  is  118.29  acres. 

By  direction  of  the  Commission. 

Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-6550;  Filed,  July  12,  1961; 

8:47  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  RI61-178] 

W.  B.  OSBORN,  JR.,  ET  AL. 

Order  Providing  for  Hearings  on  and 
Suspension  of  Proposed  Changes 
in  Rates  and  Allowing  Rate  Change 
To  Become  Effective  Subject  to 
Refund;  Correction 

July  6, 1961. 

In  the  order  providing  for  hearings  on 
and  suspension  of  proposed  changes  in 
rates;  and  allowing  rate  change  to  be¬ 
come  effective  subject  to  refund,  issued 
April  28,  1961  and  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  May  6,  1961  (F.R. 
Doc.  61-4123;  26  F.R.  3970),  on  page  2, 
Docket  No.  RI61-478,  under  the  column 
headed  “Amount  of  Annual  Increase”, 
change  “$47,853”  to  read  “$30,932”,  and 
under  the  column  headed  “Rate  in  Ef¬ 
fect”,  change  “8.93”  to  read  “10.0”. 

Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-6551;  Filed,  July  12,  1961; 

8:47  a.m.] 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Notice  519] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

July  10,  1961. 

Synopses  of  orders  entered  pursuant 
to  section  212(b)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  and  rules  and  regulations  pre¬ 
scribed  thereunder  (49  CFR  Part  179), 
appear  below: 

As  provided  in  the  Commission’s  spe¬ 
cial  rules  of  practice  any  interested  per¬ 
son  may  file  a  petition  seeking  recon¬ 
sideration  of  the  following  numbered 
proceedings  within  20  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice.  Pursuant 
to  section  17(8)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  the  filing  of  such  a  petition 
will  postpone  the  effective  date  of  the 
order  in  that  proceeding  pending  its  dis¬ 


position.  The  matters  relied  upon  by 
petitioners  must  be  specified  in  their 
petitions  with  particularity. 

No.  MC-FC  64007.  By  order  of  July  6, 
1961,  the  Transfer  Board  approved  the 
transfer  to  Leeser  &  Stauffer  Truck  Serv¬ 
ice,  Inc.,  Taylor,  Mo.,  of  Certificate  No. 
MC  123245  and  Permit  No.  MC  113865 
both  issued  June  2,  1961,  to  Robert  H. 
Leeser  and  Sylber  Ray  Stauffer,  a  part¬ 
nership,  doing  business  as  Leeser  & 
Stauffer  Truck  Service,  Taylor,  Mo.,  au¬ 
thorizing  the  transportation  of :  Salt  and 
salt  products,  from  Kanopolis,  Lyons,  and 
Hutchinson,  Kans.,  to  points  in  Illinois; 
animal  and  poultry  feed  and  feed  com¬ 
pounds,  animal  and  poultry  medicines 
and  tonics,  insecticides,  and  dry  earth 
paint  in  quantities  of  20,000  pounds  or 
more,  between  Quincy,  Ill.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Scott, 
Pottawatomie,  Greenwood,  Phillips,  Ellis, 
and  Pratt  Counties,  Kans.;  and  between 
Quincy,  Ill.,  on  the  one  hand  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Sedgwick  and  Neosho 
Counties,  Kans.,  mineral  mixture  for 
livestock  or  poultry  feeding,  animal  and 
poultry  tonics  or  medicines,  animal  and 
poultry  feed,  insecticides  (other  than 
agricultural),  dry  earth  paint  and  ad¬ 
vertising  matter,  from  Quincy,  Ill.,  to 
points  in  Riley  County,  Kans.,  and  dam¬ 
aged  shipments  of  the  commodities  de¬ 
scribed  immediately  above,  from  points 
in  Riley  County,  Kans.,  to  Quincy,  Ill.; 
animal  and  poultry  feeds,  animal  and 
poultry  mineral  mixtures,  animal  and 
poultry  tonics  and  medicines,  dry  earth 
paint,  insecticides,  and  premiums  and 
advertising  matter  relating  to  such  prod¬ 
ucts,  from  Quincy,  Ill.,  to  points  in  Ken¬ 
tucky  west  of  U.S.  Highway  41 ;  prepared 
animal  and  poultry  feeds,  animal  and 
poultry  mineral  mixtures,  animal  and 
poultry  tonics  and  medicines,  insecticides 
(other  than  agricultural),  dry  earth 
paint,  and  advertising  matter  and  pre¬ 
miums  when  shipped  with  the  above-spe¬ 
cified  commodities,  from  Quincy,  HI.,  to 
Cameron,  Clarence,  Pilot  Grove,  and 
Villa  Ridge,  Mo.,  and  damaged,  defective, 
rejected  or  returned  shipmente  of  the 
commodities  described  above,  from  points 
in  the  above  specified  territory  to  Quincy, 
Ill.;  mineral  mixtures  for  livestock  and 
poultry  feeding,  insecticides,  dry  earth 
paint,  animal  poultry  tonics  and  medi¬ 
cines,  and  in  connection  therewith  pre¬ 
miums  and  advertising  matter,  from 
Quincy,  Ill.,  to  points  in  Kentucky;  dam¬ 
aged,  defective,  rejected  or  returned 
shipments  of  the  commodities  described 
immediately  above,  from  points  in 
the  immediately  specified  territory  to 
Quincy,  Ill. ;  platform,  grain  and  livestock 
truck  bodies,  from  Quincy,  Ill.,  to  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  Alaska 
and  Hawaii) ,  and  damaged,  defective,  re¬ 
jected  or  returned  shipments  of  the  com¬ 
modities  described  immediately  above, 
from  points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii)  to  Quincy,  Ill.;  and 
lumber  used  in  the  manufacture  of  truck 
bodies,  from  points  in  Louisiana  and 
Texas  to  Quincy,  Ill.  Mack  Stephenson, 
208  East  Adams  Street,  Springfield,  Ill., 
attorney  at  law. 

No.  MC-FC  63568.  By  order  of  July  6, 
1961,  the  Transfer  Board  approved  the 
transfer  to  Airway  Trucking  Co.,  a  cor- 
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poration.  Bell  Gardens,  Calif.,  of  Certifi¬ 
cate  No.  MC  110689  Sub  1,  issued  Novem¬ 
ber  29,  1955,  to  Floyd  G.  Powers  and 
Raymond  L.  Smith,  doing  business  as 
Airway  Trucking  Company,  Bell  Gar¬ 
dens,  Calif.,  authorizing  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of:  Plumbing  supplies,  iron  and 
steel  articles,  radiators,  nails,  wire,  and 
cable,  between  Los  Apgeles  Harbor  and 
Long  Beach,  Calif.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  Los  Angeles  and  Vernon, 
Calif;  roofing  and  roofing  materials, 
from  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  to  Los  Angeles 
Harbor  and  Long  Beach,  Calif.;  steel 
and  cast  iron  pipe,  pipe  fittings,  and 
valves,  from  Los  Angeles  Harbor  and 
Long  Beach,  Calif.,  to  points  in  the  Los 
Angeles  Commercial  Zone;  general  com¬ 
modities,  excluding  household  goods, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  other  specified 
commodities,  from  Los  Angeles  Harbor, 
Calif.,  to  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  and  ma¬ 
chinery,  materials,  supplies,  and  equip¬ 
ment  incidental  to,  or  used  in  the  con¬ 
struction,  development,  operation  and 
maintenance  of  facilities  for  the  dis¬ 
covery,  development,  and  production  of 
natural  gas  and  petroleum,  from  points 
in  the  Los  Angeles  Harbor  Commercial 
Zone,  to  points  in  Fresno,  Kern,  Kings, 
Los  Angeles,  Orange,  San  Bernardino, 
Tulare,  and  Ventura  Counties,  Calif. 
John  B.  Peterman,  639  South  Spring 
Street,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  Attorney 
for  applicants. 

No.  MC-FC  64036.  By  order  of  July 
6, 1961,  the  Transfer  Board  approved  the 
transfer  to  Edward  F.  Schock,  doing 
business  as  Mail  Carrier  and  Local  Haul¬ 
ing,  McLaughlin,  S.  Dak.,  of  Certificate 
in  No.  MC  46084  Sub  2,  issued  July  14, 
1943,  to  Edward  Schock,  McLaughlin, 

5.  Dak.,  authorizing  the  transportation 
of :  General  commodities  excepting  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk,  and  other  exceptions, 
between  McLaughlin,  S.  Dak.,  and  Fort 
Yates  N.  Dak. 

No.  MC-FC  64194.  By  order  of  July  6, 
1961,  the  Transfer  Board  approved  the 
transfer  to  American- Western  Company, 
Inc.,  Eugene,  Oregon,  of  a  portion  of 
Permit  No.  MC  69365  Sub  1  and  the  en¬ 
tire  Permit  No.  MC  69365  Sub  3,  issued 
February  19,  1957  and  August  19,  1958, 
respectively,  to  Contract  Carrier  Service, 
Inc.,  Eugene,  Oregon,  authorizing  the 
transportation  of  lift  trucks,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  from  Dallas,  Oreg.,  to  points 
in  Wyoming,  Colorado,  Utah,  Nevada, 
Arizona,  New  Mexico,  Texas,  Wash¬ 
ington,  Idaho,  and  California;  and 
damaged,  defective,  traded  in,  or  ex¬ 
changed  lift  trucks,  on  return.  Earle  V. 
White,  2130  Southwest  Fifth  Avenue, 
Portland  1,  Oreg.,  attorney  for  appli- 
cftnts 

No.  MC-FC  64263.  By  order  of  July 

6,  1961,  the  Transfer  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  Carl  W.  Peer  and  Theo¬ 
dore  E.  Peer,  a  partnership,  doing  busi¬ 
ness  as  Peer  Bros.  Co.,  Westfield,  Mass., 
of  Certificate  No.  MC  30160  issued  March 
10,  1941,  to  Fred  G.  Mather,  West 
Springfield,  Mass.,  authorizing  the 
transportation  of  road-building  ma¬ 
terials,  in  bulk,  over  irregular  routes, 
from  Westfield,  Mass.,  to  points  in  a 
described  portion  of  Hartford  County, 
Conn.,  and  from  Greenfield,  Mass.,  to 


points  in  a  described  portion  of  Wind¬ 
ham  County,  Vt.,  and  a  described  portion 
of  Cheshire  County,  N.H.,  and  road¬ 
building  machinery  and  contractors’ 
equipment  uncrated,  over  irregular 
routes,  between  points  in  Connecticut, 
a  described  portion  of  Massachusetts, 
Bennington,  Rutland,  Windham,  and 
Windsor  Counties,  Vt.,  and  those  in  a 
described  portion  of  New  York.  Paul  S. 
Doherty,  31  Elm  Street,  Springfield, 
Mass.,  attorney  for  applicants. 

No.  MC-FC  64276.  By  order  of  July  5, 
1961,  the  Transfer  Board  approved  the 
transfer  to  J.  N.  Weigel  Co.,  Inc.,  Marsh¬ 
field,  Wis.,  of  Certificate  No.  MC  123406 
issued  June  29,  1961,  to  Jacob  N.  Weigel, 
doing  business  as  Weigel  Transfer  Com¬ 
pany,  Marshfield,  Wis.,  authorizing  the 
transportation  of  cheese,  butter,  and 
cream,  and  eggs  and  live  and  dressed 
poultry,  when  moving  in  the  same  ve¬ 
hicle,  between  Marshfield,  Wis.,  and 
Chicago,  HI.,  groceries,  creamery  supplies 
and  empty  containers  for  eggs  and  poul¬ 
try,  and  fruits  and  vegetables,  when 
moving  in  the  same  vehicle  at  the  same 
time  with  groceries,  creamery  supplies 
and  empty  containers  for  eggs  and  poul¬ 
try,  from  Chicago,  Ill.,  to  Marshfield, 
Wis.  John  T.  Porter,  1  S.  Pinckney 
Street,  Madison  3,  Wis.,  attorney  for 
applicants. 

No.  MC-FC  64297.  By  order  of  July 
6, 1961,  the  Transfer  Board  approved  the 
transfer  to  Pony  Bulk  Carriers,  Inc., 
Willoughby,  Ohio,  of  Permits  Nos.  MC 
2488,  MC  2488  Sub  2,  and  MC  2488  Sub  5, 
issued  February  21,  1956,  April  17,  1957, 
and  March  2,  1961,  respectively,  to  W.  R. 
McGwinn,  Grand  River,  Ohio,  authoriz¬ 
ing  the  transportation,  over  regular 
routes,  of  sulphur,  from  Fairport  Harbor, 
Ohio,  to  Erie,  Pa.,  and  over  irregular 
routes,  of  coke,  in  bulk,  in  dump  vehicles, 
from  Fairport  Harbor,  Ohio,  to  Erie, 
Franklin,  Greenville,  Grove  City,  New 
Castle,  Oil  City,  and  Monaca,  Pa.,  of 
salt,  in  bulk,  in  dump  or  hopper  trucks, 
from  Fairport  Harbor,  Ohio,  to  points  in 
Crawford,  Erie,  McKean,  Mercer,  Potter, 
Venango,  and  Warren  Counties,  Pa.,  and 
coke  and  pig  iron,  in  dump  trucks,  from 
Erie,  Pa.,  to  points  in  a  described  por¬ 
tion  of  Ohio,  and  a  described  portion  of 
New  York.  G.  H.  Dilla,  5275  Ridge 
Road,  Cleveland  29,  Ohio,  applicants’ 
representative. 

No.  MC-FC  64323.  By  order  of  July  5, 
1961,  the  Transfer  Board  approved  the 
transfer  to  G  &  H  Truck  Line,  Inc., 
Pueblo,  Colo.,  of  Certificate  No.  MC 
79726  issued  November  25,  1941,  to  H.  N. 
Simkins,  Pine  Bluffs,  Wyo.,  authorizing 
the  transportation  of  general  commodi¬ 
ties,  excluding  household  goods  and  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk,  over  a  regular  route, 
between  Pine  Bluffs,  Wyo.,  and  Denver, 
Colo. ;  and  over  irregular  routes,  between 
Pine  Bluffs,  Wyo.,  and  points  within  20 
miles  thereof,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  Sidney  and  Scottsbluff,  Nebr. 
R.  B.  Danks,  401  First  National  Bank 
Building,  Denver  2,  Colo.,  Attorney  for 
applicants. 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-6560;  Filed,  July  12,  1961; 

8:48  a.m.] 


KEITH  LYRLA 

Statement  of  Changes  in  Financial 
Interests 

Pursuant  to  subsection  302(c),  part 
III,  Executive  Order  10647  (20  FR.  8769) 
“Providing  for  the  Appointment  of  Cer¬ 
tain  Persons  under  the  Defense  Produc¬ 
tion  Act  of  1950,  as  amended,”  I  hereby 
furnish  for  filing  with  the  Division  of 
the  Federal  Register  for  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register  the  following  in¬ 
formation  showing  any  changes  in  mv 
financial  interests  and  business  connec¬ 
tions  as  heretofore  reported  and  pub¬ 
lished  (20  F.R.  10086;  21  F.R.  3475-  21 
F.R.  9198;  22  F.R.  3777;  22  FR.  9450  -  23 
F.R.  3798;  23  F.R.  9501;  24  F.R.  4187- 
24  F.R.  9502;  25  F.R.  102;  and  26  F.R 
1692)  during  the  period  from  January 
1,  1961  through  June  30,  1961. 

None. 

Dated:  June  23,  1961. 

[seal]  Keith  H.  Lyrla. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-6572;  Filed,  July  12,  1961; 
,  8:50  a.m.] 


[Sec.  5a  Application  25] 

NEW  ENGLAND  MOTOR  FREIGHT 
BUREAU,  INC. 

Application  for  Approval  of 
Amendments  to  Agreement 

July  10,  1961. 

The  Commission  is  in  receipt  of  an 
application  in  the  above -entitled  and 
numbered  proceeding  for  approval  of 
amendments  to  the  agreement  therein 
approved  under  the  provisions  of  section 
5a  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

Filed:  June  30,  1961  by:  Herman 
Matthei,  Counsel  for  Applicants,  125 
Lincoln  Street,  Boston  11,  Mass. 

Amendments  involved:  Change  the 
agreement  so  as  to  (1)  permit  the  use 
of  the  bureau’s  freight  classification  by 
all  modes  of  transport,  (2)  provide  for 
the  publication  of  rates  between  points 
in  the  United  States  and  points  in 
Canada,  (3)  permit  participation  before 
any  regulatory  body  which  may  be  ap¬ 
propriate,  (4)  change  the  days  for 
meetings  of  the  membership,  board  of 
directors,  and  the  executive  committee, 
(5)  eliminate  obsolete  provisions  affect¬ 
ing  former  members  of  Eastern  Motor 
Freight  Conference,  Inc.,  (6)  clarify  cer¬ 
tain  existing  provisions,  and  (7)  set  forth 
current  basis  and  schedules  of  dues  and 
charges. 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  office  of  the  Commission  in  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

Any  interested  person  desiring  the 
Commission  to  hold  a  hearing  upon  such 
application  shall  request  the  Commis¬ 
sion  in  writing  so  to  do  within  20  days 
from  the  date  of  this  notice.  As  pro¬ 
vided  by  the  general  rules  of  practice 
of  the  Commission,  persons  other  than 
applicants  should  fairly  disclose  their 
interest,  and  the  position  they  intend 
to  take  at  the  hearing  with  respect  to 
the  application.  Otherwise,  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  its  discretion,  may  proceed  to 
investigate  and  determine  the  matters 
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olved  in  such  application  without 
further  or  formal  hearing. 

By  the  Commission,  Division  2. 

(seal!  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

n  noc.  61-6573;  Filed,  July  12,  1961; 
lrK'  8:50  a.m.] 


FOURTH  section  applications 
FOR  RELIEF 

July  10,  1961. 

protests  to  the  granting  of  an  applica¬ 
tion  must  be  prepared  in  accordance 
with  Rule  40  of  the  general  rules  of 
practice  (49  CFR  1.40)  and  filed  within 
15  days  from  the  date  of  publication  of 
this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Long-and-Short  Haul 

FSA  No.  37244:  Fertilizers  from  Mili¬ 
tary,  Kans.,  to  the  South.  Filed  by 
Western  Trunk  Line  Committee,  Agent 
(No.  A-2195) ,  for  interested  rail  carriers. 
Rates  on  fertilizer  and  fertilizer  mate¬ 
rials,  as  described  in  the  application,  in 
carloads,  from  Military,  Kans.,  to  points 
in  southern  territory. 

Grounds  for  relief :  Short-line  distance 
formula  and  grouping. 

Tariff:  Supplement  26  to  Western 
Trunk  Line  Committee  tariff  I.C.C. 
A-4339. 

FSA  No.  37245:  Substituted  service — 
C&O  and  L&N  for  Allied  Van  Lines,  Inc., 
et  al.  Filed  by  Household  Goods  Car¬ 
riers’  Bureau,  Agent  (No.  32),  for  inter¬ 
ested  carriers.  Rates  on  property 
loaded  in  highway  trailers  and  trans¬ 
ported  on  railroad  flat  cars,  between 
Chicago,  HI.,  on  the  one  hand,  and 
Atlanta,  Ga.,  Detroit,  Mich.,  Cincinnati, 
Ohio,  Newport  News,  and  Richmond, 
Va.,  on  the  other;  between  Huntington, 
W.  Va.,  on  the  one  hand,  and  Detroit, 
Mich.,  and  Richmond,  Va.,  on  the  other; 
also  between  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  on  the  one 
hand,  and  Newport  News,  and  Rich¬ 
mond,  Va.,  on  the  other. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Motor-truck  com¬ 
petition. 

Tariffs:  Supplements  4,  4,  and  4,  to 
Household  Goods  Carriers’  Bureau 
tariffs  MF-I.C.C.  96,  97,  and  99, 

respectively. 

FSA  No.  37246:  Substituted  service — 
PRR,  et  al.,  for  United  Van  Lines,  Inc., 
et  al.  Filed  by  Household  Goods  Car¬ 
riers’  Bureau,  Agent  (No.  33) ,  for  inter¬ 
ested  carriers.  Rates  on  property  loaded 
in  highway  trailers  and  transported  on 
railroad  flat  cars,  between  Kearny,  N.J., 
and  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and  Jacksonville,  Miami,  Orlando,  and 
Tampa,  Fla.,  Atlanta  and  Savannah,  Ga., 
Charlotte,  N.C.,  and  Charleston,  S.C.,  on 
traffic  originating  at  or  destined  to  such 
points  or  points  beyond  as  described  in 
the  application. 

Grounds  for  relief  :  Motor-truck  com¬ 
petition. 

Tariff:  Supplement  4  to  Household 
Goods  Carriers’  Bureau  tariff  MF-I.C.C. 
96. 


FSA  No.  37247:  Substituted  service — 
C&O,  et  al.,  tor  Allied  Van  Lines,  Inc. 
Filed  by  Household  Goods  Carriers’  Bu¬ 
reau  Agent  (No.  34) ,  for  interested  car¬ 
riers.  Rates  on  property  loaded  in  high¬ 
way  trailers  and  transported  on  railroad 
flat  cars,  between  Chicago,  Ill.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and  Buffalo,  N.Y.,  Jackson¬ 
ville,  Miami,  Orlando,  St.  Petersburg, 
and  Tampa,  Fla.,  on  the  other,  on  traffic 
originating  at  or  destined  to  such  points 
or  points  beyond  as  described  in  the  ap¬ 
plication. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Motor-truck  com¬ 
petition. 

Tariff:  Supplement  4  to  Household 
Goods  Carriers’  Bureau  tariff  MF-I.C.C. 
97. 

FSA  No.  37248:  Substituted  service — 
Erie-Lackawanna  for  Allied  Van  Lines, 
Inc.  Filed  by  Household  Goods  Carriers’ 
Bureau,  Agent  (No.  35),  for  interested 
carriers.  Rates  on  property  loaded  in 
highway  trailers  and  transported  on  rail¬ 
road  flat  cars,  between  Hornell,  N.Y.,  and 
Scranton,  Pa.,  on  traffic  originating  at 
or  destined  to  such  points  or  points  be¬ 
yond,  as  described  in  the  application. 

Grounds  for  relief :  Motor-truck  com¬ 
petition. 

Tariff:  Supplement  4  to  Household 
Goods  Carriers’  Bureau  tariff  MF-I.C.C. 
97. 

FSA  No.  37249:  Substituted  service — 
IC.  for  United  Van  Lines,  Inc.  Filed  by 
Household  Goods  Carriers’  Bureau, 
Agent  (No.  36),  for  interested  carriers. 
Rates  on  property  loaded  in  highway 
trailers  and  transported  on  railroad  flat 
cars  between  Chicago  and  East  St.  Louis, 
HI.,  and  Memphis,  Tenn.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and  Birmingham,  Ala.,  New  Or¬ 
leans,  La.,  and  Jackson,  Miss.,  on  the 
other;  between  Chicago,  HI.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and  East  St.  Louis,  HI.,  and  Mem¬ 
phis,  Tenn.,  on  the  other;  between  East 
St.  Louis,  Ill.,  and  Memphis,  Tenn.,  also 
between  Jackson,  Miss.,  and  New  Or¬ 
leans,  La. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Motor-truck  com¬ 
petition. 

Tariff:  Supplement  4  to  Household 
Goods  Carriers’  Bureau  tariff  MF-I.C.C. 
96. 

FSA  No.  37250:  Substituted  service — 
CRI&P  for  United  Van  Lines,  Inc.  Filed 
by  Household  Goods  Carriers’  Bureau, 
Agent  (No.  37),  for  interested  carriers. 
Rates  on  property  loaded  in  highway 
trailers  and  transported  on  railroad  flat 
cars,  between  Chicago,  Ill.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and  Denver,  Colo.,  Kansas  City, 
Kans.,  St.  Paul,  Minn.,  Tucumcari, 
N.  Mex.,  Amarillo  and  Dallas,  Tex.,  on 
traffic  originating  at  or  destined  to  such 
points  or  points  beyond  as  described  in 
the  application. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Motor-truck  com¬ 
petition. 

Tariff:  Supplement  4  to  Household 
Goods  Carriers’  Bureau  tariff  MF-I.C.C. 
96. 

FSA  No.  37251:  Substituted  service — 
C&NW  for  United  Van  Lines,  Inc.  Filed 
by  Household  Goods  Carriers’  Bureau, 


Agent  (No.  38),  for  interested  carriers. 
Rates  on  property  loaded  in  highway 
trailers  and  transported  on  railroad  flat 
cars,  between  East  St.  Louis,  Ill.,  and 
Casper,  Wyo.,  on  traffic  originating  at 
or  destined  to  such  points  or  points  be¬ 
yond  as  described  in  the  application. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Motor-truck  com¬ 
petition. 

Tariff  :  Supplement  4  to  Household 
Goods  Carriers’  Bureau  tariff  MF-I.C.C. 

96. 

FSA  No.  37252:  Substituted  service — 
IC  for  Uorth  American  Van  Lines,  Inc. 
Filed  by  Household  Goods  Carriers’  Bu¬ 
reau,  Agent  (No.  39),  for  interested  car¬ 
riers.  Rates  on  property  loaded  in  high¬ 
way  trailers  and  transported  on  railroad 
flat  cars,  between  Greenville,  Miss.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and  Chicago,  East  St. 
Louis,  Ill.,  and  Memphis,  Tenn.,  on  the 
other,  on  traffic  originating  at  or  des¬ 
tined  to  such  points  or  points  beyond 
as  described  in  the  application. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Motor-truck  com¬ 
petition. 

Tariff:  Supplement  4  to  Household 
Goods  Carriers’  Bureau  tariff  MF-I.C.C. 

97. 

FSA  No.  37253 :  Iron  or  steel  bars  from 
Illinois  and  Missouri  points.  Filed  by 
Western  Trunk  Line  Committee,  Agent 
(No.  A-2197) ,  for  interested  rail  carriers. 
Rates  on  bars,  iron  or  steel,  in  carloads, 
from  Alton,  Chicago,  including  Chicago 
District  points,  Chicago  Heights,  East 
St.  Louis,  Federal,  Joliet  and  Peoria,  HI., 
and  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  to  Council  Bluffs, 
Iowa,  Kansas  City,  Mo.-Kans.,  Jefferson 
City  and  North  Jefferson,  Mo.,  and 
Omaha,  Nebr.,  also  from  Kansas  City, 
Mo.-Kans.,  to  Chicago,  HI.,  Council 
Bluffs,  Iowa,  and  Omaha,  Nebr. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Barge  and  mar¬ 
ket  competition. 

Tariffs:  Supplements  23,  31  and  55  to 
Western  Trunk  Line  Committee  tariffs 
I.C.C.  A-4347,  A-4271,  and  A-4257. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-6559;  Filed,  July  12,  1961; 
8:48  a.m.] 

OFFICE  OF  CIVIL  AND  DEFENSE 
MOBILIZATION 

OSCAR  F.  RENZ 

Appointee’s  Statement  of  Changes  in 
Business  Interests 

The  following  statement  lists  the 
names  and  concerns  required  by  subsec¬ 
tion  710(b)  (6)  of  the  Defense  Produc¬ 
tion  Act  of  1950,  as  amended. 

No  change  since  last  statement,  published 
January  11,  1961  (26  F.R.  213). 

Dated:  June  11, 1961. 

Oscar  F.  Renz. 

[F.R.  Doc.  61-6533;  Filed,  July  12,  1961; 
8:45  ajn.] 
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